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To the Governpr, General . Assembly , and Citizens of the State of 
Maryland: 

This first report , respectfully submitted in compliajice 
with Maryland's landmark Educational Accountability Act, provides 
more information than has ever been generally knpym before about 
the public educational enterprise in our State. ^ 

An accountability report should provide information which 
will permit far-reaching policy decisions to be jnade abotit the 
allocation, and application of resources-^staff , equipment, mater- 
ials and facilities. This first report, however, pj^ovides infor- 
mation which can be used only for the most ^superficial short-term- 
decisions for educational progiram ad j ustitlent , pending the produce 
tion of assessment results bf evaluative studies into the processes 
or operations of our educational programs -at all levels. Readers 
should exercise appropriate cautiQn in forming judgments about the 
•public schools of the State based solely upon the descriptive data 
^ in this report . ' ' 



Although disclosure of inforjnation about the, public schools 
is an important element in an accountability program, there are other 
purposes to be served'^'related to the quality of educational programs. 
Over time, dat;^a such as those in this report will indicate that Some 
schools are experiencing success with certain of their programs and 
that others are having difficulty^ -Detailed examination of the e^du- 
cational process in such schools should yield information of great 
usefulness to schools serving similar groups (5^ students and offering 
similar educational programs. 



It should be understood that the Maryland Accountability 
Program Report is submitted by the State Superintendent of Schools 
as the law provides and may contain views not entirely shared by 
all members of State and local advisory* groups and educators at all 
level9.r Helpful suggestions to strengthen the accountability ^ pro- 
gram and subsequent reports from citizens and their elected repre- 
sentatives will be much appreciated. 

We thank our advisors, consultants, and State and local 
educator participants for the many hours of thoughtful effort con- 
tributed to the Accountability Program. 



Sincerely yours. 




6 JAMES A. SENSENBAUGH 
State Superintendent of Schools 
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PROGRAM SUMMARY 



1. ^ IntroducTtion . .. 

This iViitial step in establishing a program of educa- 
tional accountabi,li1:y (as described in" this Summary and the more , 
derailed Maryland Accouiftability Pirogram Report, School Year 1973- 
1974)- provides descriptive inf9rmati9n to public officials and 
thQ gejieral public Sbout Maryland public schools. The Report . 
presents the overall accountability effort' of goal formulation 
and educcitionral assessment on the State% local school system, and 
individual st:hool levels. 

f fi' 

In this Summary , the reader will find descriptive 
information about: 



• The nature of the educational accountability 
effort thus far; ^ 

• . The instructional goals and objectives in reading, 
. writing, and mathematics that have b§en. agreed 

* " upon at thQ Statfe level; 

• ' Demographic data for the State and local school 

systems; and ^ 

• Assessment data on ability and achievement sum- 
marized at the State and local school system 
levels . 

Descriptive information describes characteristics of the 
phenomena under consideration.' It does not establish causal ''rela- 
tionships among the variables being considered. Since the general 
reader is inclined to assume that such relationships exist among 
variables upon which descirlptive information is reported, it is , 
important to point out that such assumptions are not warranted. 
Judgments regarding the descriptive information provided here 
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should be made with full understanding of the limitations of the 
ir\formation that can be provided at present. 

'It is also necessary to recognize that educatio^ is a 
shared responsibility. Parents and members of" the various com- • 
munities in the State, including public officials, have an enor- 
"^^H? opportunity for influence and impact upon the work of the 
schools. Social processes, including learning, cannot be con- 
ducted by the schools vAthout active support from parents and the 
commu-nity* 

In general. State and local educators and their advisors 
have attempted to determine State and local goals of instruction 
in some of the basic skill areas. Undoubtedly, refinement and 
restatement of these goals will be made after experience has been 
gained in- the Accountability Program. Individual schools in each 
school system are at work on school-level goals and objectives 
compatible with the State and local school system goal^s and objec- 
tives, and these school-level aims will be available for review in 
the coming year. The formulation of goals and objectives was one 
facet of a larger network of shared responsibilities in coordinating 
the Maryland Accountability Program. The overall structure of this 
Program is illustrated in Figure 1, which depicts the people and 
agencies responsible for inputs into the system. (See Chapter 1 
for descriptions of the State units involved in development of 

this Acccountabili ty endeavor) . 

1 

The relationship between educational goals and objectives 
established in Maryland and the assessment of current status is, 
however, by no means ideal. The achievement test results cannot 
be said to reflect precisely the status of Maryland schools with 
regard to the agreed-upon goals. The assessment batteries used, the 
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS), address the present goals rather 
obliquely, at best. (See p. 1-11 for discussion of limitations.) 
Hopefully, as the Accountability Program continues, resources will 
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be made available to acquire or develop assessment instruments which 
will directly provide data on the status of Maryland schools in rela- 
tion to established goals in reading, writing and mathematics. 

In the meantime, the ITBS results provide information 
concerning the^^ performance of Maryland schools in certain areas 
that ITBS measures. . The ITBS questions are based on the subject 
matter of current (1970) textbooks and courses of study and the 
judgment of subject matter specialists across the country. Ques- 
tions are not based on specific textbooks, courses of study, or 
particular instructional objectives of individual Maryland schools 
or teachers. The skills and knowledges measured by a nationally 
standardized test, such as ITBS, generally reflect the skills and 
knowledges that are involved in the instructional objectives of 
the average nation-wide grade fol: which the test was developed. 

For purposes of accountability, therefore, the ITBS 
results provide limited information. The reasons for using. these 
tests are discussed later. Generally, the reasons include: 

• .Because of the care taken in their development, the 

tests are highly regarded by test reviewers . 

• Most of Maryland's school systems were already 
using ITBS. 

• Public disclosure of such test results, as a 
step towkrd program improvement, is a significant 
element of accountability. 

It should be clearly understood ^by all readers that only 
a small sample of skills (those covered by ITBS) has been assessed 
and reported on for the purposes of accountability. State-wide 
assessment has not been undertaken in various other skill and sub- 
ject matter areas, such as social studies, science, vocational 
education, aod the arts. Nor has information 'been collected on 
student attitudes, interests, and values — the so-called affective 
domain of learning objectives. In addition, there is no info'rmation 

io 



available regarding the psychomotor aspects of student learning, 
(e.g., eye-hand coordination; manual dexterity; and response 
orientation and integration). 

These three domains of learning, which make up the total 
potential of student growth, are represented pictorially in Figure 
2, in which major objectives for each domain are also listed. 
Figure 3, Achievement Measured in Relatioji to the Entire Domain of 
Leaning, highlights that limited sector of cognitive skills that 
has be6n measured in this first-year accountability effort. 

Student achievement is a composite of many developed 
skilJs, understandings, and attitudes; and there are, understandably, 
many factors that influence student cognitive, affective, and 
psychomotor growth. These factors include school effects, com- 
munity resources, socioeconomic factors, student motivation, and 
student ability. This composite of many factors is pictori^rTy 
represented in Figure 4. 



2 . What Was Assessed ? 

The first year's effort in educational accountability 
measured student achievement in the domain of cognitive develop-^*^ 
ment. The instrument used to measure cognitive achivement was the 
Iowa ;rests of Basdc Skills, from which results in the major skill 
areas of Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension,, Language Total (includ- 
ing Spelling, Capitalization, Punctuation, and Language Usage), 
Mathematics Total (including Mathematical Concepts and Mathematical 
Problem Solving) were collected. These tests were administered to 
all pupils (except those in special education classes) in grades 

3, 5, 7, \and 9 in the Maryland public schools (see Figure 5). 
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In order to assess the performance of Maryland students 
on the ITBSr however^ one jnust take into account how much can be 
reasonably expected of them — that is, how well should they per- ' 
form with regard tp their ability and home-community environment. 
So that these essential considerations cottld be included, the Mary- 
land Accountability Program administered the Cognitive Abilities 
Test, Nonverbal Subtest, which measured student ability . Measures . 
of socioecondmic status were also collected (including fantily 
income, mother's education, mobility among others), so that "raw" 
ITBS test scores could be adjusted with regard to these factors 
of ability and environment.^ (See Figure 6 for a diagrammatic scheme 
of -^all factors measured for this assessment procedure.) 

3 • What Do the Results of the State-wide Assessment Show ? 

* ' . ^ Maryland's average performance 'in most t>t the achievement 
skill air^as was fouftd to be slightly below the national average; 
however, Maryland's average performance in the ability area showed 
a progressive increase through the grades (see Chapter 2, State of 
Maryland, Table 2, pag^s 2-13 and 2-14). 

Based on these findings, no infonned decisions can be 
made by governmental entitites ^r educational authorities for 
educational program modification. Additional information must be 
assembled, anallyzed, and interpreted with at least two types of 
additional information being needed. These are: 

• Results from a process evaluation of the opera- 
tions of educational progr^s identified as 
attended by grades scoring extremely high or 
low. (Operations are characteristic of programs 
that seem capable of affecting student outcomes. 
Operations include educational interventions, 
J-earning experiences, curricula, teacher style, 
and instructional techniques.); and 



^ See Maryland Accountability Program Report for these adjustments 
by individual school. 
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• Results from tests designed expressly to assess 
the attainment of additional instructional 
objectives in Maryland schools. 

Hopefully, as adequate resources are made available, 
such information will become increasingly available for use by 
decision-makers at all levels, ' - 

At present, one can only speculate as to the reasons - V 
for the standing of Maryland schools among the schools of the 
national norming sample and among themselvepC It is felt that' 

^^only through detailed study of individual schools and their pro- 
grams and. through expanded approaches to assessment can a better 

-^;^ndefstanding of the quality of the work of Maryland schools be 
reached. 

In view, of this, it is proposed that public education 
take a more penetrating look at its goals program's, educational 7' 
outcomes, and evaluation procedures. It is 4lso proposed thalj.^ long 
range decisions related to program modification and resource ^ailoca' 
tion await information that will jnake them "informed" rather than 
"intuitive" ones. 

, In the appendices that follow the Summary, information 

which sheds a positive light on certain student outcomes as related 
to their public school experiences is prpvided. Large percentages 
of students in Grades 6, 10, and 12 knew the correct. answers to 
questions on the Maryland Basic Skills Reading {lastery Test. (See 
Appendix B for more information.) In adcJition, during 1972-1973 
and 1973-1974, selected college-bound high school seniors in Mary- 
land were compared and found to vary favorably with a national 
sample of seniors in the Admission Testing Program. The mean scores 
of Maryland students were considerably higher than the national 
sample on all tests. (See Appendix B, page B-16, for details.) 
Finally, Appendix B provide's information from the Maryland 4ft.gh 
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School Graduate Fpllow-up Study, 1973, indicating that a ^majority 
responding students assessed their preparation in certain school 
"courses" as either sat.isf actory or excellent. 
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Chapter 1 educational accountability 



1.1 



Introduc tion to the Maryland Accountability Program 
School Year 1973-1974 



The purposes of this Chapter are to describe the back- 
ground^ and rationale for the Maryland Accountability Program and 
to orient the readers of this Summary to the primary goals that 
accountability in Maryland 'is designed to achieve. The relation 
of this document to the State's overall responsibility for educa- 
tional accountability should be clear to. the interested citizen 
and educator after reading this Chapter. 

The detailed Maryland Accountability Program Report was 
developed as the main instrument for disclosure of information re- 
garding the relation of goals and progress to goals in pub li«r> educa- 
tion, as required by the Maryland Educational Accountability Act, to 
the Governor, the General Assembly, and the public. This Summary 
presents a concise statement of the highlights of the larger Report. 

Chapter 1 explains the concept Qf educational accounta- 
bility. The information in this Chapter is divided into the following 
sections: (1) the definition of »ccountability ; (2) the Maryland 
Educational Accountability Act; (3) the role of the State Board 
of Education; (4) the activities of the State Advisory Council on 
Aiccountability; (5) the accountability assessment instruments; 
(6) the State plan for educational acdpuntatility ; (7) Maryland's 
future in accountability; and Accountability Assessment results 

and decision-making. 
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1.2 The Definition of Accountability 

Simply stated, educational accountability is an attempt 
to disclose and explain the results achieved by public school pro- 
grams. Its purposes are to promote an understanding of the rela- 
tionships amon^ the quality of education, characteristics of educa- ^ 
tional programs, processes, of education, and needed and available 
human and material resources, and^ on the basis of that understanding, 
to make ediacational improvements. 

More specifically, Maryland's accountai^ility program can 
be said to have six basic characteristics. First/ is its positive 
emphasis. Accountability should help identi^r^exemplary programs, 
determining which are more effective than /others. Recognition and 
dissemination of t^e more successl^ programs is to be emphasized, 
^ formal plans must be written for the thorough ^tudy of exemplary 
program characteristics, which may be emulated where needed. 

Second, accountability includes goal-settiirg' T^ ^sting , 
and reporting . The setting of educational goals and objpctives 
is an important element of any accountability program. It is 
important to note that assessment results should be interpreted 
ultimately more in tej/ms of local objectives than in terms of 
national or State norms. 



Gradual and deliberate movement into an accountability 



system is the third characteristic of the Maryland program. Rath^er 
than attempting to develop a complete and exemplary program quickly, 
Maryland's goal is to progress carefully from the basic elements to 
a complete program. 

'fhe fourth characteristic of the program is of special 
interest to teachers. Accountability is program-oriented^ and not 
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directed toward teacher evaluation. There is, in fact, a legal 
precedent for the invalidity of evaluating teachers, on the basis 
of student achievement scores . It has long been reco^^xiiired that 
many other variables (i.e., student, family and community charac- 
teristics) are also powerfully involved. 

The next characteristic of Maryland's Accountabili^ty 
Program is the demand for an accounting by all personnel , not just 
by teachers. Teachers can be most effective when supplied with 
adequate and appropriate resources, pleasant and suitable working 
conditions, and effective and supportive school administrators. 
Accountability for providing teachers with tl^ese resources, con- 
ditions, and support falls up^ personnel at all' levels outside 
the classroom. 

Sixth, accountability should be concerned with progress 
in the areas of attitudes , interests , and self-concepts , as well 
as understandings , knowledge , skills , and abiliti es . Development 
of self-esteem, concern for others, and other personally and 
socially positive attitudes are, as much as cognitive training, 
important goals in the eyes of the general public. Although it 
is, at present, difficult to assess attitudes, workable methods 
of observation and measurement will eventually be formulated and 
generally available; and the Maryland Accountability Program jmSt 
be prepared to expand into this area. 

1 . 3 The Maryland Educational'^Accountability Act 

At this writing, approximately thirty states have enacted 
accountability legislation. Most of the remaining states have 
drafted plans for accountability legislation or have initiated pro- 
cedures, at the state level, that will preclude the need for legis- 
lative mandates. 

27 
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During the 19 72 session of the Maryland General Assembly, 
Article 11 , Section 2 8A, the Annotated Code of Maryland and 19 73 
Cumulative Supplement was passed. The law has come to be commonly 
called "The Maryland" Educational Accountability Act . " 

The oveirall purpose of the^Act is, of course, to pro^ 
^ vide for the establishment of a program of State-wide educational 
accountability. This program shoiild assure that educational 
programs lead to the attainment of established educational objec- 
tives, provide information for an analysis of the differential 
effectiveness of instructional programs, and provide information 
for accurate analysis of costs of instructional programs . 

The Maryland Educational X*ccountability Act imposes 
several requirements for State-wide accountability, including 
the establishment of goals and objectives in, but riot limited to, 
reading, writing, and mathematics at all levels — State, school 
system,, and individual school. The goals and objectives at the 
school system level nedd to be in , conformity with' those established 
.at the State level, and those established by individual schools 
need to be in keeping with those of the local system and of the 
State. ^ 

Also required by the Act are a school-by-school survey 
of the current status of student achievement in relation to estab- 
lished objectives, the development of programs by each school for* 
meeting its own needs, and the establishment of evaluation pro- 
/ cedures for deteimining the effectiveness of these programs. 

Regular re-evaluation of programs, goals, and objectives is like- 
wise a stipulation of the Act. 

. ^ The Maryland Educational Accountability Act also requires 
that, commencing in January 1975, a yearly report must be submitted 
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by the State Superintendent of Schools to the Governor and to the 
General Assembly, This report must include, but is not necessarily 
limited to, the progress made by the Maryland State Department of 
Education, by the local school systems, and by each individual - 
school toward the achievement of their respective goals and objec- 
tives. ^ The "report should also. include recommendations for legis- 
lation deemed necessary for ^improving quality of education in 
Maryland.' * 

1.4 The Bole of the State Board of Education 

For the Program ' s first ye^, the Maryland State Depart- 
ment of Education determined that accountability endeavors should 
concentrate on the basic learning skills of reading, wri^ng, and 
mat^hematics , in each of which desired educational goals were for- 
mulated. Further, it was resolved that student achievement relative 
to these goals should be measured by also taking into account other 
significant variables of studdnt ability and ^fci'oeconomic status. 

,To meet these intentions, a ^^wc^^.pf cooperation was 
established among the State Board of Ed^^^fe^^.V'a State Advisory 
Committee, the State Superintendent oF^'Sc^^^V, the Maryland State 
Department of Education, and Local J^S.cJjpMl^System] Coordinators. 

1.5 The Activities of the State Advisory Council on 
Accountability 

^ In June of 1973, ^he State Advisory Council^ recommended 
to the State Board of Education certain State-wide instructional 
♦ goals. Also included in its statement to the Board were the 

recommendat^ions that the accountability program move toward a 
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locally based assessment procedure that focuses on the degree to 
whiqh a school is successful in meeting its own goals; that a 
State-wide testing and reporting program be developed by the 
Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) to measure the 
attainment of State-wide goals; and that the Iowa Tests of Basic 
Skills be used ^as a" part of t]he initial State-wide testing program. 

1.6 Accountability Assessment Instruments 

The Local Coordinators, the Advisory Committee, and 
the State Board of Education agreed that all systems would adiqin- 
ister the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) , Form 5, 1971 edition 
and the Cognitive Abilities Test (CAT), Form 1, 1971 edition, two 
tests developed and published b^^ the same company an^ normed on 
the same population. Only seven Maryland school systems were not 
using some edition of the ITBS at the time the tests were sele6ted. 

As a result of a' thorough review, statistical information 
that was collected and ana^lyzed for this Program consists primarily 
of norm-referenced test results in the basic slfill areas. Since * 
this assessment technique is currently being used by all of MaryJLanfl's 
local school systems, it was deemed logical that the information 
obtained from this type of assessment approach be analyzed and dis- 
closed to the public a^^ a beginning step in tUe Accountability Program. * 

* t 

1.7 The State Plan for Implementation Of Accountability 

The plan for implementing the State's accountability 
program included a schedule of deadlines for completing the 
several phases of establishing goals and objectives. The imple- 
mentation plan also rec^uired the establishment of a comprehensive 
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and uniform State-wide testing prograni, and the establishirtient of 
procedures for collecting data on student, hdme , community, and 
school characteristics. The implementation plan also^ required 
the establishment of procedures by which school Systems would 
report test results and other information to the Maryland State 
Department of Education, 

* * * ■ 4 

* 9 ■ 

The State plan specified that the ITBS and CAT would be 
given, starting in the Spring of 1?74, to all pupils (excluding 
certain categories of handicapped students) :in grades 3, 5, 7, and 
9, with students in ungraded classes, being tested on a level commen- 
surate with their years in school, excluding kindergarten, or* on 
the basis of their birth dates. School systems were given the 
option to sample grades* for testing (Frederick County elected, to 
sample) . Conditions under which tests are given must be uniform 
if the results are to be valid and reliable, and test results must 
be reported systematically and consistently. Explicit descriptions 
of responsibilities at the various levels were developed to address 
these requirements, 

A major assumption underlying Maryland's accountability 
legislation is that the analysis and interpretation of pertinent 
•test data and other information lead to beneficial changes and 
modifications in instructional programs. However, it is not suf- 
ficient simply to assume that the school's instructional programs 
become more effective and efficient because the State has an assess- 
ment program. In keeping with the Maryland Educational Accountability 
Act, evaluation, programs must be developed and installed to determine 
the effect that modifications of the instructional progreuns have 
upon goal attainment. The MSDE is encouraged by the Act to assist 
•local school systems and schools in this evaluation task by spon- 
soring pilot evaluation projects in selected scHool systems; 

X 
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Adequate evaluation of instrufltional programs requires 
the U3e of more than norm-referenced tests^ Criterion-referenced 
tests in reading, writing, and mathematics must t^te developed or 
adapted for use in Maryland's public schools, and/the State's 
accountability program must be extended to other subject matter 
areas and to domains other than the cognitive ojie . A need to 
^develop effective procedures for establishing the cost of various 
instructional programs was also identified and afforts are underway 
to develop cost analysis information for the 1974-1975 accountability 
report . 



% 



1 . 8 Maryland's Future in Accountability 



It is appropriate to ask, at this writing: What is 

required for the future program' of accountability in the State? 

^What needs to be achieved beyond this first accountability report 

to the Governor, the General Assembly, and the public? >■ 

Accountability can be said to exist when the following 
conditions have been met: (1) the State goals of education reflect 
the educational needs and interests of the population; (2) current 
student status, recent progress, and needed improvement in each 
goal area are matters of public, record and specific objectives for 
improving the current status have been adopted; (3) programs to 
achieve specific objectives have been implemented; and, finally, 
J4) the cost of prpgrams, i.e., the cost of achieving goals and 
objectives, is a matter^ public record. 

Implicit in the concept of accountability is the need 
for disclosure of all available information about the educational 
enterprise, communicated clearly, in a way in which the general 
public can develop informed opinions about the public schools and 
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recommendations for legislation for the improvement cif-^the" quality 
of education in Maryland. It is in the spirit of disclosure that 
this summary is offered. 



1 • 9 Accountability Assessment Results and Decision Making 

>. • 

1.9.1. Models of Accountability 

The ideas of accountability and assessment in education 
are best understood in the context of models used in evaluation of 
educational programs. Educational programs may be 'considered at 
the State level, the school system level, and at the individual 
school level and are discussed in the sense of any ongoing educa- 
tional activity designed to produce specified changes in the behavior 
of the individuals who are exposed to it. 

Ideally, an evaluative study involves the collection 
and analysis of information regarding inputs, outputs, and oper- 
ations o| educational programs, which are the three conceptually 
distinct components of any educational program. "Inputs" signify 
the talents, skills, aspirations, and other potentials for growth 
and learning that the student brings with him into the educational 
program, along with the characteristic^ of'' the family and culture 
in which he lives. 

"Outputs" refer to the student's achievements, know- 
ledge, skills, aptitude for future learning, values, personality, 
interpersonal relations, and other behaviors that are likely to 
be influenced by the educational program. 
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"Operations" refer to those characferistiGSr of the edu- 
catidnal program that are capable of affecting the relevant student 
outputs, including environmental experiences, educational inter- 
ventions, learning experiences, learning strategies, curricula, teacher 
style, and instructional techniques. Educational operations comprise 
the entire array of environmental variables that characterize a par- 
ticular educational prograin'--the means to the achievement of the pre- 
viously established programmatic goals. 

1.9.2 Maryland ' s Approach . ' , ^ 

The first year's approach involves, essentially/ the measure- 
's 

ment of inputs and outputs on a State, school system and school-by- 
school basis. This procedure means that only descriptive information 
is provided, and that research information is not available to decision- 
makers. Accordingly, great care must be exercised in not making un- 
warranted assumptions about causal relationships between proQram oper- 
ations and outputs. 

The reader may well ask, if this is the case and decision- 
makers are not being provided with the information needed, why provide 
inadequate information? The reasons are: 



A . It is important to report what i s known about 
C2t " student achievement , howeve r limited that know- 
ledge is, because disclosure of such information 
is desired by^ the public and by public officials. 
In the first year of accountability, base line 
assessment data are all that can be expected . 

B. The approach in Maryland has been cooperative, 
democratic, and evolutionary, taking a considerable 
period of time . 

C. Resources have not been made available at the State 
level to permit more rapid or comprehensive move- 
me^nt . 



er!c\ 
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D. Aside from the evaluative aspect, the information 
collected has important uses in that it becomes 
possible- to determine from output information if 
desired changes have taken place in students. 

1.9.3 Limitations of ITBS in Assessing Attainment of 

Maryland Educational Goals "'' 

The reasons for selecting ITBS for the assessment instru- 
ments for the Maryland Accountability Program have been discussed 
elsewhere in the Summary. In the interest of clarity, and in 
fairness to State and local subject-matter specialists serving 
on or advisory' to State goal committees- in reading, writing, and 
mathematics and others, some limitations of the ITBS in addressing 
these goals should be stated (see the Report for a fuller statement 
of limitations) . . • 



READING 

The State Goals in Reading are: 

I. Utilize a variety of reading materials 

1 1 . Uset a word recognition system" 

III. Cpmprehend various reading materials # 

IV. Meet the reading- demands for functioning in 'society 

V. Select readiftg as a personal activity 



State goals appear in Chapter 2. 
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In general, ITBS does not measure State Goal I , For 
measuring the achievement of this goal, local informal techniques 
would have to be developed into a valid and reliable instrument 
for State-wide use. State Goal III is measured by ITBS only 
insofar as literal comprehension is concerned. No known single 
published test measures the entire process of comprehension . \ 
State Goal V is not measured by ITBS, but this goal may be measured 
in subsequent -years as the Maryland Basic Skills Reading Mastery 
Test is refined. and installed as a regular part of the .Accountability 
Program, and as 'other instruments are identified and agreed upon. 

WRITING 

The State Goals in Writing are: 

I. Use the writing process to communicate personal 

feelings and ideas, observing accepted conventions 

of writing * 

II. Use the writing process to respond to the demands 
and obligations of society, observing accepted 
conventions of society 

III. 'Value writing for personal and social reasons 

At best, only a portion of each of the Maryland writing 
goals is measured by ITBS, according to the Maryland Writing Goals 
Committee. ITBS, the Committee contends, does not measure the 
process of writing; it is simply a proofreading device for measuring 
some of the mechanics of writing, and not the assessment of a fin- 
ished product^ In addition, the specialists note/ ITBS. does not 
test a student's own performance. iHf* 
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mathematics" 



/ 



The Stat^ Goals in Mathematics, are: 

I. Recall and/or recognize mathematical definitions, 
facts, and symbols 

II. Perform mathematical manipulations 

III. i Understand mal^hematiqal concepts and processes 

IV. Solve specific mathematical problems 

V. Use mathematical reasoning and processes to meet 
personal and societal n^eds 

VI. Appreciate and use mathematics 



The State Mathematics Goals Committee reports concerns 
about the degree to which ITBS addresses the State mathematics 
qoals as follows: 

1. All test items require the student to be able to read, 

2. Almost no items measure objectives in a single 
goal area ; therefore , results from the test may 
be of little or no value in determining, areas 
of weakness . 

3 . The test questions measure only objectives which 
would be compatible with two of the six State goals. 



From the comments reviewed above , it should be apparent 
that developmental activities must be launched to produce assess- 
ment data for subseqojent accountability reports which wiLl much 
more precisely provide information on the attainment of Maryland 
Educational Goals in reading, writing, and mathematics. 
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Keeping in mind the discu'Ssions about the nature of the 
present evaluation model being used for the Accountability Program, 
the nature of descriptive information provided by test results, and 
the adequacy of ITBS as a measuring device for goal attainment, the 
assessment infcfrmation at all levels of education will hopefully be 
viewed in the appropriate light." 

The information provided in this Summary can lead to 
two types of decisions only and not to sweeping decisions about 
dramatic program modification and resource allocation. The non- 
intuitive types of decisions which may be madq *by teachers, prin^ 
cipals, local superintendents, and State education of f icials" and 
which are warranted by the assessment inf orrtiatior^ for 1973-1974 
follow: 



• To undertake the detailed examination of educa- 
tional programs in school systems and individual 
schooI^S where average achievement scores are 
markedly above or below the national norm or 
were markedly high or low when compared with the 
perf ormi^nces of other Maryland schools serving 
students with similar characteristics of ability 
and/or socioeconomic status . 

• To provide for the preliminary review of program 
operations for* high~/and low-scoting schools to 
suggest possible activities that can be carried 
out in strengthening appropriate basic skill 
areas . 



V 
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Chapter 2 , accountability information— state level 



2.1 Statement of State Goals 



For many years previous to the accountability movement, 
the goals of education were implied but seldom specified. Obvious- 
ly, mastery of the basic skills for literacy has always been a goal, 
but many other areas of concern to citizens and educators have not 
consistently had goals clearly identified.' The Maryland Educational 
Accountability Act calls for goals and objectives to be specified 
on the State, the local s-chool system, and the individual school 
levels. Before measurable objectives can be written, the more 
general goals of education must be determined. 

The State Plan for Educational Accountability adopted 
by the State Board of Education called for the<^ reconunendation , by 
June 1973, of State goals in eclucation, to be formulated by the 
State Advisory Conunittee on Accountability. Previously, a State- 
wide needs assessment study had been conducted to determine what 
general goals the public at large had for public education in ^ 
Maryland. In addition, the State Advisory Committee worked inten- 
sively with three goals committees. These goals committees in 
reading, writing, and mathematics were composed of curriculum 
specialists in the three basic skills. Together they drafted, 
redrafted, and finall;^ agreed upon the following State-wide Goals 
in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics, which were recommended to and 
approved by. the ^State Board of Education. ' 



State-wide Goals jln Reading, Writing, ar\g Mathematics . 
' (Approved 6/20/73) 

Students in the public school systems of Maryland^> upon 
completi^syj^ of programs in reading, writing and mathematics 
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established by the local school^ should achieve at least a minimum 
level of skills and should be able to use these skills in everyday 
lifp. 

2.1.2 Goals in Reading 

Each Maryland student who has achieved the objectives 
for reading established 'by the local school should: 

1. ' UTILIZE A VARIETY OF READING MATERIALS 

In this goal, a student identi f ies his own purposes 
for using reading materials, and from a wide variety of available 
materials, selects those which are suitable in l.Gve 1 of difficulty 
and in 'content. Such mateiiflals include both print (e.g., books;^ 
newspapers, periodicals, vertical f iles , documents) and non- pf^t 
(e.g., films, records, transparencies, maps, globes, charts). 

2. USE A WORD RECOGNITION SYSTEM ' ^ 

The achievement of this goal enables a student to 
perform two tasks which are basic tq success in reading. First he 
knows and. can apply a system for recognizing unfamiliar words. 
Secondly, he can instantaneously and simultaneously pronounce 
words and determine their meaning in a particular context. Such 
a system includes the use of the necessary picture, context, struc- 
tural, phonic, and authority ( i . e .,• glossary , dictionary) clues. 

3. COMPREHEND VARIOUS READING MATERIALS 

To accomplish this goal, the student must think 
literally, critically, and creatively about the intent of the 
communication. Thus, the student must develop a method for using 
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thd pattern of thought in the message in order to understand the 
meaning and to draw infer e n c es, 'in this process, he uses his own 
experiences and knowledge about the , content to ask a variety of 
questions and to find suitable answers to these. 

4. MEET THE READING DEMANDS FOR FUNCTIONING IN SOCIETY 



This goal prepafes the student to survive in society 
\ by helping him to cope with everyday reading experiences (i.e., 
following directions, locating references, gaining information, 
understanding forms, and 'attaining personal development) . Since 
it es'tablishes minimum performance level for students, this goal 
is of prime importance. 

5.- - SELECT READING AS A PERSONAL ACTIVITY 

The essence of this goal i,s the student's personal 
enjoyment and appreciation of the reading process whereby he can 
and does read. The development of such a positive attitude must 
not »be left to ch^rtce, but instead it must include the continuous 
. building of reading interest, desire, and habit as an integral • 
part of all reading instruction throughout the State. 
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2.1.3 Gpals in Writing 

Each Maryland student who has achieved the objectives 
,for writing established by the local school should: 

1- USE THE WRITING PROCESS TO COMMUNICATE PERSONAL FEELINGS 

AND IDEAS, OBSERVING ACCEPTED CON VEIJJT IONS' OF WRITING 

The essential feature of this goal is free expression. 
The student has something personal he wants to express for his own 
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use or to communicate to others. Accepted convei^ions of writing 
include items like spelling, grammar, usage, and sentence struc- 
ture, which are generally accepted as correct by society. 

2. USE THE WRITING PROCESS TO RESPOND TO THE DEMANDS AND. 
OBLIGATIONS OF SOCIETY, OBSERVING ACCEPTED CONVENTIONS 
OF SOCIETY 

i 

In this gc^l, the student responds because he has been 
asked- to write or because he fihds himself in a situation that 
requires him to write. This would include social correspondence, 
business transactions, and scholastic writing. Organization", 
development, and form of writing would be important as well as 
the mechanics of writing. 

3. VALUE WRITING FOR PERSONAL AND SOCIAL REASONS 

This goal focuses upon attitudes about writing and 
upon typical .writing behavior. The student recognizes the value 
of writing in his own daily life and for society in general, is 
willing to write in response to impulse or requirement, and gets 
satisfaction from writing^ something well. 

2.1.4 Goals in Mathematics 

Each Maryland student who has achieved the objectives 
for Mathematics established by the local school should: 

1. RECALL AND/OR RECOGNIZE MATHEMATICAL DEFINITIONS, FACTS 

AND SYMBOLS 



These are the simplest of mathematical .tasks but are an 
essential aspect of achievement. The level of difficulty in this 



category will depend more on exposure to the material and on memory 
than oji developed skill. 



2. PERFORM MATHEMATICAL MANIPULATIONS 

The tasks in this category require the individual to 
carry out single operations *and procedures (or sequences of these) 
that have been previously learned and are specifically requested. 
Such tasks will require developed skill but will not require any 
decision as to which process or se^quence of processes is needed 
(e.g., algorithm). It is in this category that all straightfor- 
ward compuation is included from simple addition to operations 
with complex numbers; it also includes solution of equations, eval- 
uation of functions," etc. In any case the tasks the individual is 
required' to perform involve only the rote application of learned 
techniques. 

3. UNDlBR^TAND MATEBMATICAL CONCEPTS AND PROCESSES 

|ji^J.this^x:ai^gory the individual will perform tasks which 
include t^hd^T^tfllowir^^ossible kinds of translations within a 
mathema.tije'al conbex 




to mathematical (e.g., words to symbols) 

Mathematical to verbal (e.g., symbols to words) 

Mathematical to mathematical (e.g., translating 
from one kind of representation to another like 
an equation to graph of the equation) 

Mathematical to physical (e.g., use of charts to 
explain fractions) 

Physical to mathematical (e.g., developing 
formulas f or^hysical) 

Verbal to verbal (e.g., explanation). 
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4. • SOLVE SPECIFIC" MATHEMATICAL PROBLEMS 

This category^equirers the individual to demonstrate 
.the ability to select knowledge, skills, information, and tech- 
niques needed to solve a particular problem and to apply #uch 
background in actually solving the problem. 

Lncluded will be tasks ranging from routine to ' ' ~ 
unfamiliar, from specific to abstract, and from those whose solu- 
tions are straightforward to those which require ingenuity and 
insight. • 

Included will be much of the consumer mathematics used 
by the majority of adults. Also included will be the ability 
to follow a proof, firtd a flaw in a proof^ construct a deductive 
proof (as in a geometry problem) . 

0 

The common characteristic of tasks in this category will 
be that they require the individual to analyze a problem and deter- 
mine a sequence of steps which will lead to a clearly specified 
outcome (whether the outcome is finding the cost of a purchase or 
proving a theorem) . 

5. USE MATHEMATICAL REASONING AND PROCESSES TO MEET PERSONAL 

AND SOCIETAL NEEDS 

This category is a combination of those mathematical 
abilities which are open-ended and which require the use of math- 
ematical techniques and patterns of thought in an independent and 
constructive way. 



Tasks in this category require the ability to transfer 
and utilize knowledge in new si.tuations, to recognize patterns. 



to draw conclusions from given data, to plan for the future on 
the basis of present information, and to use mathematical reason- 
ing to make optimiim decisions, 
■w , ■ 

Tasks in this category also include "the ability to . ' ' 
recognize the existence of a problem, ^to state it formally, to 
formulate hypotheses, and to ascertain if the problem Jtias a unique 
solution. Making judgments about th'e sufficiency of conditions 
and the determination of the minimum conditions necessary for 
proof, the disproof of the hypotheses by counterexample, and proof 
by induction all come under this heading. . 

6". . APPRECIATE AND USE MATHEMATICS 

■ . * ' 

A. RECOGNI|^ THE IMPORTANCE AND RELEVANCE OF 
MATHEMATICS TO THE INDIVIDUAL AND TO SOCIETY. 

- This goal does not necessarily involve enjoyment -of 
mathematics or participation in the deyMopment of ideas, but 
rather it focuses on the acceptance dl^^JEthematics as being worth- 
while ~ i.e. the individual recognizfesT that mathematics is neces- 
sary whether or not he uses it or enjdys studying it. i'or example, '- 
the individual should recognize the contribution that mathematics 
has made to the progress of civilization, expecially in the sci- 
ences. There should also b6 appreciation of the elegance, economy, 
and techniques of mathematics. 

i- 

B. ENJOY MATHEMATICS 

Emphasis should be placed on the enjoyment involved in 
acquiring a knowledge of mathematics and in the satisfaction gained 
Irom using it rather than on the amount that is learned. Similarly, 
it is hoped that the individual would not dislike or fear mathematics. 
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C. USE THE >^ONTENT AND TECHNIQUES OF MATHEMATICS 

When ^the mathematics is relevant and appropriate^ 
individuals should use what they have ' learned. 

D. PARTIfllPATE IN THE LEARNING OF MATHEMATICS BEYOND 
THAT WHICH IS MERELY REQUIRED AND ACTIVELY SEEK 
TO FURTHER PERSONAL DEVELOPMENT IN THE AREA OF 
MATHEMATICS . ^ ' ^ 

The goal relates to the individual's development of a 
curiosity about mathematics as well as a readiness to engage in 
activities in this area (i.e. ^ independent of school and/or job 
assignments). In contrast to the objectives in other categories, 
independent action rather than reaction is stressed. This goal 
emphasizes that the individual should actively seek participation 
, and further development of his skills in mathematics. This is 
opposed' to merely passing judgment or using the principles learned 
when this was required. 

2 . 2 Accountability Data , State-Level 

2.2.1 Introduction 

On the following pages will be found data relative to 
the results of the assessment component of the Maryland Educational 
Accountability Program. These data provide base line information 
useful for comparison with reports in subsequent years. They are 
presented to show certain current levels of (1) selected community 
characteristics; (2) selected school characteristics; and (3) se- 
lected areas of pupil'^ability and academic achievement. 

2-8 



Additional State-level information related to the 

•effectiveness of Maryland public schools is provided in Appendix B, 

Complementary State-Level Data ; This Appendix furnishes illustra- 
tive information from: 

• The Maryland Basic Skills Reading Mastery Test 

• The College Entrance Examination Board (CEEB) 
Admission Testing .Program ^ in which many Maryland 
college-bound students participated 

• The Maryland High School Graduate Follow-Up Study ^ 
1973" ^ for students who had been graduated in the 
Spring 1973. 

♦ 

2.2.2 Definitions of Terms ^ Descriptions of Table Formats 
Data Sources 

* 

The assessment procedures and descriptions of table 
formats are presented in Appendix A, Assessment Procedures Used 
in the Accountability Program ^ which can be consulted as the need 
arises. This Appendix, written so that the interested citizen. can 
use it, provides: 

• Disscussion of the instruments used in the assessment 
component 

• Definil^ion of terms presented in the various tables 

• ' Descriptions of the various table formats 

• The sources of data presented in the tables. 

i 

2.2.3 ^ Order of Tables - 

In presenting State-level (as wej.1 as local School system,- 
level) accountability data, it is heuristic to describe first the 

47 ■ . 
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Community and Public School Resources Profile ^ which provides 
information on basic background factors intimately related to 
student performance on ability and achievement tests. Placed 
first r on the left-hand page^ this Profile can be used by the 
reader as a reference source of essential background information, 
when examining ,the succeeding tables on the nonverbal ability and 
academic achievement test results of this assessment component. 

State-level accountability assessment data, thus, are 
presented in the following tables: 

Table 1. Community and Public School Resources Profile 

Table 2. Nonverbal Ability (Average Standard Age Score)* 
and Academic Achievement (Average Grade Equiv- 
alence) , by Skill Areas. 

/ 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES P.ROFILE* 



*. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

* ''total • 
population 


(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 

INCOME \ 


.<3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


3i922i391 


$11,063 /y 


20.6 ^ 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF ^AGE OR OCPER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS ' ' 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


12.1 

* 


12.1' 



B* SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(6) 


(7) 


(8) 


(9) 


(10) 




TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
AijMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 




911i097 


$llil64 


$19i079 


9.7 


20.1 







(11) 


(12) 


(13) 




PERCENT STAFF 


SCHOOL LEVEL 


PERCENT 




MASTERS DEGREES 


PUPIL/STAFF 


AVG. DAILY 




OR ABOVE 


RATIO 


ATTENDANCE 


V 


24. S 


19.6 


92.3 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS ^ (FpR 1972-19-73 SCHOOL YEAR) 





(14) * 


(15) 


(16) 


(17) 




TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 

COST ' 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


PER PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 




$996.11 


$742.29 


74.7 


$26.91 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATIO^f 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


2.7 


$10.27 


1.0 



•SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OP TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TAILE. 
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" ■ % 

. TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS 



SK 1 LL 

AREAS t 


(1) 
GRADE 


{2)^ 

NUMflER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLE ) 


( 3 ) 

PERCENT OF 
' STUDENTfi 
TESTEDoo 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS ) ^ 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
( SD) 


(7 > 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUI VALENCc 
(GE ) *^ 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


( I } 


3 


69033 


93. 56 


889 


99.6 


16.94 


3.52 


^.20 


t 

vnCADUL "R V 


5 


72333 


94.25 


866 


100.8 


16.66 


5.25 


1.63 


7 


756^8 


88.16 


232 


101.1 


16.95 


6.91 


1.99 




9 


7X293 


» 86^.34 


224 


102.2 


16.9lf 


8.6Q 


2.12 




3' 


69033 


e 

93.72 


889 


99.6 


16.94 


3.57 

. 1 


1.29 


R t A D I No 
COmPRE - 


5 


72335 


— : — 

^ 94. 28^* 


866 


100. s , 


16.66 


5.31 




1.55 


Hf NS ION 


7 


75648 


... 

88. 23 


232 


101.1 


16.95 


6.93 


T 

1.84 




9 


71293 

_ — 


86.96 


224 


102.2 


16.97 


8.42 


2.06 


t ^ \ 


3 


69033 


: , 

93. 59 


889 


99.6 


16.94 


4.06 


1.42 


SPtLl I Nr. 




72335 


94.34 


866 ^ 


100.8 


16.66 


5.56 


1.79 




7 

L _ 


75648 

■ ■ — 


86.15 


232 


101.1 ^ 


- ■* ■ — ■ 1 

16.95 


1 - 

7.06 


2.17 




9 


71293 


86.11 


224 


102.2 


16.97 


— , 

8.56 


2.32 




3 


69033 


93.60 


009 


99.6 


16.94 


3.90 


1.35 


CAPI TAL - 




7Z335 


94.35 


066 


100.8 


16.66 


5.51 


1.70 • 


I Z AT ION 


7 


75648 


88.07 


232 


101.1 


16.95 


7.09 j 


2.10 




9 


71293 


86.01 


224 


102.2 


16.97 


0.62 


2.33 




3 


69033 


93.53 


009 


99.6 


16.94 


3.97 


1.44 


PUNCTUAT ION 


5 


72335 


94.32 


86^ 


100.8 


16.66 


5.46 


1.67 




7 

■ 


75648 


87.99 


^32 


101.1 


16.95 


6.92 


2.00 




9 


71293 


05.92 


224 


102.2 


16.97 


8.40 


2.30 



• AS OF 9/30/73t ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGKADED CLASSES* 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRlNGt 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73i EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TESTi NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NC^RH GROUP FOR GRADES 3, S, 7, AND 9 ARE 100 1 NATIONAL SD * 16. 

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESJS OF BASIC SKILLS* FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN ThE 

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3* 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7* 5.7, 7.7* AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
.AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 

AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


1 2 ) 

NUMBER OF 
S TUDEN T S 
ENROLLED • 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
TESTED *• 


(4 ) 

NUMBER OF 
SC HOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) f 


(6 ) , 

STANDARD 

DEVIATION 
c (SD) 


( 7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE ) * * 


( 6 } 

STANDARD 
DEVI ATION 
(SD } 




3 


69033 


93.59 


889 


99.6 
1 


16.94 


3.73 


1.40 


LANGUAGE 
USAGE 


5 


72335 


94.33 


866 


100.8 


16.66 


5.39 


1.75 




7 


756^8 


88.03 


232 


101.1 


16.95 


7.05 


2.09 




9 


71293 


86.04 


224 


102.2 


16.97 


8.39 


2.33 . 




) 


69033 


93.12 


889 


99.6 


16.94 


3.93 


1.23 


TOTAL , 




72 33 5 


9^.08 


866 


100.8 


16.66 


5.50 


1.53 




7 


7 564B 


87.09 


232 


' 101.1 


16.95 


7.05 


1.86 




9 


71293 


84.45 


224 


1 


102.2 


16.97 


8.52 


2.05 


( f} 1 




69033 


93.69 


889 




99.6 


16.9^ 


3.62 


4 1.05 


MA Thema T 1 r al 
CnNffPT', 


S 


72 335 


94.41 


066 


T 


r ■ • 

100.0 16.66 


^ ■ — 

5.62 


1. 51 


1 


~ — 


7 5640 


00.00 

^ — 4 






101.1 


16.95 


7.32 


1. 80 


— - 





71293 


96.47 

i 


224 




102.. 2 


16.97 


0. 06 


1.99 


f '> 1 




69033 


93.50 J 


009 




99.6 


16.94 


3.57 


1.11 


M A Tut mA T I , A L 
POQBl f M^ 


- i 


7 2 3 35 


94.40 


866 




100.8 


16.66 


5.40 


1.30 


\ 


1 


75640 


G7.09 


232 




101.1 


16.95 


7.09 


1.75 


\ 
1 


9 




71293 


06.24 


224 




102.2 1 


16.97 


0.53 


1.97 


t 

f LO ) 


-1 


69033 


93.40 


009 




99.6 


16.94 


3.61 


1.02 


THf MA T I (■ Al 
TDTAi 


1 

-- - f 


72335 


94. 34 


066 




100.0 1 


16.66 


5.53 


1. 36 




7 


7>640 


0 7.44 


232 




101.1 


16.95 


7.23 ' 


1.68 




9 


71293 


85.75 


224 


102.2 


16.97 


_ , — ■■ - i. 

1 

0.72 


1. 88 



• AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE N0NGR4DED CLASSES. 

- NOHDER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1,7. DIVIDED DV NUH.ER ENROLLED ,/,0/7,. EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTACF 

^a??^.U^^'<^2h^-,-,--,--» i:XT.'.Vl\re l^l^Zl^^; ir '•/'---no., the hea^s the 

FOfl EACH SKILL AREA. u ^ ^nt APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7. q.4. VARvInq SLICHTLY 
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CHAPTER 3i ACCOUNTABILITY INFORMATION — LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEMS 



3. Introduction 



3.1.1 Chapter Outline 

Presented in this Chapter are data related to^ education 
accountability on the local school system level. These data 
represent ITBS and CAT test scores for grades 3,5,7, and 9 (exclud- 
ing special education schools) in each local system. For ungraded 

Sjchools, results were grouped and reported by nominal grade- level, 

Jet 

depending upon pupil's birthdates or years of previous schooling. 

Chapter 3 is organized so that accountability information 
is presented school system-by-school system: 

a. On the preface page, the school system is located 
on a map of Maryland and the Board of Education and 
Superintendent of Schools^ are. listed. 

b. Then, assessment data asre shown in 

Table 1. Community and Public School Resources 
ProfilA^^ 

Table 2. Nonveirbalt, Ability (Average Standard Age 
Score) and Academic Achievement (Average 
Grade Equivalence), by Skill Areas. 



[33 

3-1 



ERIC 



J SCHOOL SYSTEM ASSESSMENT DATA 



3-2 



■ERJC 



1> 



ALLEGANY COWfiW 




1 

BOARD OF EDUCATION (Appointed) 

Dr. Gary A. Fleming, President 

John J. Long 

O. Delbert Proudfoot 

Dr. R. Neil Williams* 

Philip B. Wendt 

Wayne W. Hill, Superintendent of Schools 




ALLEGANY COUNTY 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



*. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



TOTAL 
, POPULATION 


(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 


(5) 

PERCENT ^ 
DISADVANTAGED - < ^ 
SCHOOL AGE^CHILDREN 


84,044 


S8f036 


32.8" 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
• OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN^ SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


11.6' 


\ 11.9 



B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(6) 

TOTAL 
. SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


16f988 


$10*590 


$35*514 


11.9 


21.9 





(11) 


- (12) 


(13) < 






PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 






* 34.1 


20.2 


95.6 





C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


1151 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS \^ 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$890.61 


$638.94 \ 


71.9 


$14.52 



. ( 18 ) 
PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


PEft PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


1.6 


$5.07 


0.6 



*SE£ APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS'aND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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ALLEGANY COUNTY 

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
: , BY SKILL AREAS 



SKILL 
AREAS 


il) 
GRADE 


(2) 

NUMBER, OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED*: 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 

SCHOOLS 

w ri ^ ,j 

TESTED 


(5) 

STANDARD 
AGE 
S CORE 
(SAS } + 


. (6) 

STANDARD 
-DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE) ++ 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DE V ( AT I ON 
(SD) 


(1) 

vocXbulnry 


3 


1214 


.99,34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 


3,84 


1.13 


5 


1 : 

1296 


100.00 


27 


105.5 


15.27 


5.59 


1.58 


7 


1366 It 


95,53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 


7.74 


1.89 


9 


1404 


93.52 


8 


107.1 


15.51 g 


9.30 


2.11 


(2) 

READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


3 


1214 


99.34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 


3.97 ' 


1.23 ^ 


5 


1296 


100.00 


27 


105.5 


15.27 5.57 


1.48 


7 


/ 1366 


r 

95.53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 7.14 


1.59 


9 


•i^ 1404 


93.52 


8 


107.1 


15.51 ; 8.71 


1.87 ' 


( 3 ) 

SP£LLIf4C 


3 


1214 


99. 34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 4.47 


1.29 


5 


1296 


100.00 


27 


105.5 


15.27 1 5.85 


1.72 > 


7 


1366 


95.53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 


Lli— 1 




2.10 • 


9 


1404 


93.52 


8 


107.1 


15.51 


8 


2.29 


(A ) 

capital- 

IZATION 


3 


1214 


99.34 


27 


— 

102.2 


14.91 


4.60 


1.29 


5 


1296 


100.00 


27 


105.5 


1^^.27 


6.17 


i.68 


7 


1366 


9^.53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 


7.92 


2.17 




9 


1404 


93.52 


8 


107.1 


15.51 


[ 

1 

9.49 i 


2.28 


15) 

PUNCTUATION 


3 


1214 


99.34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 


4.71 


. 1.46 


5 


1296 


f 

100.00 


' 27 


105.5 


15.27 


5.89 


1.68 




^ ! 1366 


95.53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 


7.51 


2.14 




I 

' 1 lAOA 


93.62 ' 


8 


107.1 - 


15.51 


8.98 


2.24 



» AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONG^ADBD CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TCSTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NOr^J/FRBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITIOM. - 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOP GRAIES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE- IOC t NATIONAL SD • 16. ' 

tt GRADE EOUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FRUM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, f-ORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IM THE 

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRAD&S 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 0.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL /^EA, 

57 



ERIC 



ALLEGAWY COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
^ AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 

BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



Skill 1 

AREAS 


1 . ( 1 ) 
GRADE 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OF 
S TUDEN TS 
ENROLLED * 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
S TUDENTS 
TESTED 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) f 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION ' 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRAD^ 
EQUIVALENCE 

(GE ) ft 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(6) 


3 


1214 


99.34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 


4.05 


1.35 


LANGUAGE 

usAGe 


5 


1296 


100.00 


27 


105.5 


15.27 


5.41 


1.76 




7 


1366 


95.53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 


7.07 


2.07 




9 


1404 


93.52 


8 


107.1 


15.51 


8.55 


2.32 


(7) ^ 


3 , 


1214 


99.34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 


4.46 


1.19 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


5 


1296 


100.00 


27 


105.5 


15.27 


5.83 


1.53 




7 


1366 


95.53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 


7.48 


1.90 




9 


1404 


1 93.52 


8 


107.1 


15.51 


8.95 


2.05 


( 8 ) 


3 


1214 


I 99.34 


27 


102.2 


14.91 


3.98 


1.03 


MATHEMAT ICAL 
CONCEPTS 


5 


1296 


100.00 


- 


105.5 


1 , 

15.27 


5.97 


1.43 




7 


1366 


95.53 


8 


105.4 


15.00 


7.59 


1. 58 




9 


1404 


93.52 


8 


1 

107.1 

■ i 


15.51 


9.06 


1.87 


(9} 


3 

1 


1214 


99.34 


27 


102.2 

■ i 


14.91 


3.81 


1.09 


MATHEMATICAL 
j PROBLEMS 


5 


1296 


100.00 


27 I 


105.5 ' 

1 


15.27 


5.58 


1.32 


J 


7- 


1366 


95.53 


« [ 


105.4 


15.00 


7.16 


1.63 




9 


1404 


93.52 


8 ! 
i- 


107.1 


15.51 


8.77 


1.84 


( 10 ) 


3 


1214 


99.34 


1 

27 t 


102.2 


14.91 


3.90 


1.00 


MATHEMATICAL 
i TOTAL 


5 


1296 


100.00 


27 


105.5 


15.27 


5.78 


1. 30 




7 


1366 


95.53 


8 ' 


105.4 


15.00 


7.38 


1.52 




^ ( 


1404 


93.52 


8 


107.1 


15.51 


8.91 


' r. 74 ^ 



■ \ 



< 



♦ AS OF 9/30/73. ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NDNGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1974 DIVIDED BY N.M.ER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE ^ 

FOR EACH SKfLL AREA. , APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARv:sg SLIGHTLY 
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ANNE aIIjNDEL COUNTY 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A. COMMUNITY CHARAC T ER T <;t I r S 



(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


TOTAL 


MEDIAN 


PERCENT 


POPULATION 


FAMILY 


DISADVANTAGED - 




INCOME 


SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


297,539 


$11,478 


15.8 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


12.2 


12,1 



SCHOOL CHA RACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, X973) 



(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT ' 


(7 ) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


78,172 


$11, 128 


$17,838 


8.6 


18.4 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


19.2 


20,0 


90.6 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOt*L 
PE^ PUPIL 

cost 


(15) 

,PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$900.40 


$698.91 


77.8 


$26.61 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 

PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO--, 
' PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


2.9 


$11.92 


1.3 



*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQU I VALENCE ) t 
BY SKILL AREAS 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDFNT^ 
ENROLLE ) * 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
TESTED*^ 


' (4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 

SCORE 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 

(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUI VALENCc 
(GE) ++ 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 

(SD)' 


(1) 

vnC ADUL *R V 


3 


5818 


97.97 


73 


100.2 


15.51 


3.57 


1. 14 


5 


63^7 


97. 31 


72 


100.3 


i4.68 


5.40 


1.50 




6662 


93.23 


13 


102.3 


15.65 


6.96 


1.84 




1 

1 9 




6132 


93.02 


13 


103.6 


25.69 


8.54 


2.04 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


3 


581B 


97.97 


73 


100.2 


15.51 


3.61 


1.23 


S 


6347 


97. 31 


72 


100.3 


14.68 


5.36 


1.44 


7 


6662 


93.23 


13 


102.3 


15.65 


6.93 

V 


1.70 


9 




6132 


93.02 


13 


10 3.6 


15.69 1 8.42 


1.95 


{ 3 ) 

1 

SPELL irjG 


3 


5B1B 


97.80 


73 


1Q0.2 


15.51 


4.10 


1.37 


5 


6347 


96.94 


72 

^ 


100.3 


14. 6B 


5.54 


1.73 


7 


6662 


93.38 


13 


102 .3 


15.65 


6.99 


2.14 


9 


6132 


9Z.71 


13 


103.6 


15.69 


8.40 


2.32 


(4 ) 

CAPI T^L- 


3 


5818 


97.78 


73 


100 .2 


15.51 


4.35 


1.31 


5 


6347 


96.94 


72 


100 . y 


14,Cr8 


5.36 


1.58 


I ZATION 


7 


6662 


93.38 


13 


102 .3 


15.65 


6; 85 


2.03 




9 


6132 


92.71 


13 


10 3.6 


15.69 


£.24 


2.32 


(5) 


3 


5818 


97.78 


73 


100.2 


15.51 


3.84 


1.35 


PUNCTUATION 


5 


6347 


96.94 


72 


100.3 


344.68 


5.33 


1.5T 




7 


6e»^2 


93.38 


13 


102.3 


15.65 


6.70 


2.02 




9 


) 

' 6132 

pA 


92.71 


13 


103.6 


15^.69 


8.11 


2.33 



• AS OF •/30/73, ADJUSTEJ) TO INCLUDE NONGHADIed CLASSES. 

NUHIEK STUDENTS TESTED SMING, 1974 DIVIDED lY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXMESSED AS A ^EUCENTAGE. 
t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) Dt^IVED FH0M COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST. NONVEHBAL BATTfuv cn.M . , 

THE MEANS fOH THE NATIONAL ^OHH GHOU. FOU GHADES 3. 5. 7. AND 9 m iSSJ nJJIona^SD I iJ.' '''' 
tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FHOM IOWA' TESTS OF lASIC SKILLS FOliM 5 ^Q71 e«iT.n^ , ^ . 
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD ASE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMPC ACHIEVEMENT ( GRADE EQUIVALENCE) , 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 

1 



SKILL 
AREAS 


( 1 ) 
GRADE 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED « 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED *♦ 


NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(Sa5) t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(71 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE ) + f 


<8) 

. STANDARD 
DEVI ATION 
(SD) 


(6) 


3 


5B18 


97. 7B 


73 


100.2 


15.51 


3.67 


1.38 


LANGUAGE 

USAGE 


5 


63^7 


96.94 


72 


100.3 


14.68 


5. 38 


1.74 




7 


6662 


93. 3B 


13 


102.3 


15.65 


6.92 


2.09 




9 


6132 


92.71 


13 


103.6 


15.69 


8.21 


2.32 


i 7» 


3 


SBia 


97. 7B 


73 


100.2 


15.51 


3.99 


1.18 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 




63^7 


96.96 


72 


100.3 


14. 6B 


5.40 


1.44 




7 


6662 


93. 3B 


13 


102.3 


19.65 


6.87 


1.80 




9 


6132 


92.71 


13 


103.6 


19.69 


8.24 


2.09 


( 0 ) 


3 


SBia 


97.96 


73 


100.2 


19.51 


3.99 


.96 


MATHEMAT ICAL 
CONCEPTS 


5 


6347 


97.19 


72 




100.3 


14. 6B 


9.60 


1.38 




7 


6662 


92.64 


13 




102.3 


19.69 


7.14 


1.69 




9 


6132 


91.55 


13 


103.6 


15.69 


8.80 


1.91 


19) 


3 


5B1B 


97.96 


1 

■ 


' 

100.2 


19.91 


3.91 


1.06 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 


5 


6347 


97.15 


1 


100.3 


14.68 


9.36 


1.29 


*f 


7 


6662 


92.64 


I 

13 


102.3 


19.69 


7.06 


1.66 




9 


6132 


91.99 


13 


103.6 


19.69 


8.42 


1.67 


(LO) 


3 


9aia 


97.96 


73 


100.2 


19.91 


3.99 


> 

.99 


HATMfMATieAL 
TOTAL 


5 


6347 


0 

97.19 


72 


100.3 


14.68 


9^8 


1.09 




7 


«««2 


f2.44 


13 


102.3 


19.69 


T.IO 


1.96 




% 


4132 


91.99 


13 


103.6 


19.69 


8.61 1 


1.78 



♦ AS OF 9/30/73t ADJUSTED TO INCLU^ NONGHADED CLASSES. 



NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRINGt 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/t3» EXPRESSED'AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DBRIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TESTt NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
IhE means for the national norm ftROUP FOR r.RADES 3, 9, 7, AND 9 ARE lOOl NATIONAL SD - 16. 

ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM lOHA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 9. 1971 EDITION. TH£ MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 9, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7f'5»7f 7.7. 9.4. VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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BALTIMORE COUNTY 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



*. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 


(2 ) 

MEDIAN 
FAHI LY 
INCOME 


(3) 

. PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


621f 077 


S12,081 


13.8 



EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
<^ HALES 25 YEARS 

OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


12.1 


12.1 



B. SCHOOL 'characteristics tAS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 





(6) 


Jl7) 


(8) 


(9) 


I ^ n 

(10) 




TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


' AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS, 
TEACHING 
EXPER I ENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINI STRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 

m 




128,700 


Sllf 643 


$22,258 


9.6 







( 11) 


(12) 


(13) 




PERCENT STAFF 


SCHOOL LEVEL 


PERCENT 




MASTERS DEGREES 


PUP I L/STAFF 


AVG. DAILY 




OR ABOVE 


RATIO 


ATTENDANCE 




33.6 


18.0 


94.4 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) # 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


(15) 

" PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 
PER PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$1,037.77 


»702.14 


75.5 


S20.18 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINI STRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


( 19 ) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


1.9 


S6.92 


0.7 



"see appendix a for DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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BALTIMORE COUNTY 

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL AB I LI TY ( AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC A,CHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS 



V SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OF 

STUDENTS 

ENAOLLEJ* 


, (3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 

NUHSeR OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


<5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)+ 


(61 

STANDARD • 
DEVIATION 
ISD) 


1 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUlVALENCc 
IGE) ++ 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(1) 


3 


8795 


1 97,98 


106 


105.0 


15.66 


3. SI 


1.11 


VOC A Bu L * H V 


5 


9620 


1 99.36 

L 




106 


105.7 


14.81 


S.54 


1.55 


7 


10592 


97,72 

1 


26 


103.8 


15.10 


7.34 


1.86 




9 


11042 


96.00 


28 


> 103.8 


15.27 

1 


8.91 


1.19 


(2) 


3 


8795 


98.09 

1 


106 


105.0 J 


15.66 


3.94 

■ 


t 

1.22 


READING 

compre- 

HENS ION 


5 

1 


9620 

1 


99. 37 


1 

106 


105.7 


14.81 


5.61 


lr^40 


7 


10592 


97.72 


26 


103.8 


15.10 


7. 30 


1.62 




' — : — 1 

1 1 


I ' 

110^2 


' — ■ 

96.00 

' 


f ' 

28 


103.6 


15.27 


8.75 


1.80 


( 31 


3 


, ( 

B795 


97.69 


h H 

106 


105.0 


15.66 


4.40 


1.37 


1 SPELLING 

1 


5 


9620 


99. 37 


106 


105.7 


14. Il' 


y 1 
5.98 




1.69 




7 

1 

' \ 


10592 


97.82 


26 


103.8 


15.10 


7.64 


2.01 




— : 


11042 


96.10 


28 


103.8 


15.27 


8.92 


2.11 


(A J 


3 


8795 


97. 76 


106 


105.0 


15.66 


4.09 


1.32 


CAPITAL- 


S 

1 


9620 


99.40 


106 


105.7 


14. SI 


5.19 


1.67 


I ZATION 


7 j 


10592 


97.82 


26 


103.8 ' 


15.10 


— \ 1 

7.54 


1.97 


1 


9 1 


11042 


96.10 


28 


103.8 


15.27 




8.80 


2.16 


(51 


r 

3 1 


8795 


97.71 


106 


105.0 


15.66 


4.29 


1.41 


PUNCTUAT ION 


5 ' 

1 


9620 


99. 38 


106 


105.7 


14.81 


5.94 


1.63 




7 1 


10592 


97.82 


26 


1 

103.8 J 


15.10 


7.34 


2.00 




1 


11042 


96. 10 




103.8 


15.27 


8.57 


2.17 



* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

•• NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMHER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRFSSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

+ STANDARD AGE SCORE (SaS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVFRBAL DATTERV. PORM 1, L971 EPITION 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR f.RADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE LOOl NATIONAL SD ° 16. 

ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE iGE» DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF^JASIC SKILLS, FORM 5r 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. 5, 7, AND 9 ARE AmOXlHATFJ.Y 3.7, 5.7, 7.7; O.A, VARYING SLIGHTLY 

FOR EACH Skill area. N p *y 
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.BALTIMORE COUNTY 



TABLE 2, NONVERBAL ABI>LITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 

GRADE 


12) 

NUMHEK OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED * 


( 3 ) 

PERCLNT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED -** 


(^) 

NUMDER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARIT 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SA^) t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE) t+ 


(81 

STANDARD 
DEVI ATION 
(SD) 


(6) 

LANGUAGE 

USAGE 


3 


8795 


97.68 


106 


105.0 ^ 


15.66 


4.09 ' 


# - — 

1.41 


5 


9620 « 


99.37 


106 


105.7 


14.81 


5.66 


1.63 


7 


10592 


97.82 


26 


103.8 


0 15.10 


1 

7.4^ 


1.95 


9 


110^2 


96.10 


28 


103.8 


15.27 


8.53 


2.17 


(7 1 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


3 


8795 


97.^9 


106 


105.0 « 


15.66 


4.2^ 


1.21 


5 


9620 


99.32 


106 


-1 

105^7 


14.81 


5.88 


1.47 


7 


10592 


97.32 


26 


103.8 


15.10 


7.50 . 


1.74 


9 


110^2 


96.10 


28 


103.8 


15.27 


C.72 


1.89 


(8) 

HATHEHAT I CAL 
c nwr P D T <i 

\m Un L C r 1 d 


3 


8795 


97.75 


106 


105.0 


15.66 


4.03 


1.04 


5 


9620 


99. 30 


106 


105.7 


14.81 


6.19 


1.52 


7 


10592 


97.71 


26 


103.8 


15.10 


7.95 


1.74 


9 


110^2 


95.92 


28 


103.8 


15.27 


9.25 


1.78 


(9) 

mathema: ;cAL 

PROBL EHS 


3 


8795 

/- 


^ 97>71 


106 


105.0 


15.66 


3.93 


i.oa 


5 


9620 


99.27 


106 


105.7 


14.81 


5.71 


1.40 


7 


10592 


97. Wl 


26 


103.8 


15.10 


7.56 


1.65 


9 


110^2 


95.92 


28 


103.8 


15.27 


f 

6.89 


1.38 


f 10) 


3 


8795 


97.67 


106 


105*0 


15.66 


3.99 


1.02 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


•n 


9620 


99.26 


106 


105.7 


i4.81 


5.97 


1.40 




7 


10592 


97.71 


26 


1C3.8 


15.10 


7.78 


1.62 


9 


11042 


95.92 


28 


103.8 


15.27 


9 .09 


1.75 



• AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMIEU STUDENTS TESTED SPUING, 197A DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAG€, 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100 i NATIONAL SD " 16. 

ft GRACE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7t 5.7t 7.7t AND 9.^, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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CALVERT COUNTY 

■ S' 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A. C OMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



TOTAL 
POPULAT ION 


(2 ) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 


( 3 ) c 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL ACE CHILDREN 


20f 682 


i8f 741 


34.6 



(4 ) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL ^ 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF ACE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


^ < 5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEAR5 
OF ACE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


XO.X 


XO. 9 



B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, X973) 



(6) 

' TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


( 7 ) 

A Vf RACE 
' TEACHER 
SALARY 


(0) 

averace 
administrator 

SALARY 


(9) 

' AVERACE 

YEARS 
TEAChINC 
EXPER lENCE 


( 10) 

AVERACE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


b» 530 


iXOi 020 


116 f 913 


6.0 


17.6 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


( 12 ) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF . 
RATIO 


( 13) 

PE*HCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
AT TENDANCE 

V 


13.x 


19.4 


93.1 



C. F|.NA_NC|AL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 

PER PUPIL 
COST 


(XS ) 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCT lONAL 
COSTS 


( 16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED -TO 
INSTRUCT ION 


( 17 ) 
PER PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


lX»02l.62 ^ 


$7X7.20 


70.2 


133.23 



( 18 ) 

PERCEfiT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFF ICE ) 


( 19 ) 
PER PUPIL 
PUDIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


( 20 ) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERV ICES 


3.2 


110.66 


1.0 



•SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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CALVERT COUNTY 



f'T^BLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDAR|i AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS 



t 

SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 

^ GRADE o 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS . 
ENROLLED *. 


(3) 

PERCENT. OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED*^' 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


-J^ * — 

( 5 ) 
AVERA9E 
' STANDARD 

* AGE r 

SCORE 
(SAS.) + 


( 6 ) 

S.-:^1^D/%D 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
, GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
^GE)++ 


( g ) 

S T AMBARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


( 1) 

iV ^ 

VOCABUL'^Ry" 


3 




98.58 


6 


> 92.4 


3.4.90 


2.94\ 




V ^ 

, 1..09 


5 




100.00 


5 


93.4 


16 .60 


V'.21 , 




1.49 




^ 503 


93.64 


2 


90.8 


^16.20 


;.,/ 


1.73 




620 


69.35 


2 


92.9 


15.67 , 


7.14 . 




(2) 

READING, 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


3 


49 A 


98.58 


' ' f 


92.4 


' 14.90 


3.04 


1.13 


5 




502 


100,00, 




93.4 


i 

16.60 1 4.41 


1.46 


7 


503 


9 3.64 


2 


90. 8 


} \ ^ 

» 16.20 : 5.96 


1 

1.55 


9 

— ■ — ' 


620 


* 69.35 


2 


92.9 




15.67 7.33 


1. 88 


( 3 ) 

SPELLING 


3 


^ A9A 


98.58 


6 


92.4 


^-^.90 3.38 


1.36 • 


5 ' 


502 ^ 


" 100.00 

■ ^ 


5 


93.4 


16.60 


4.44 


1.75 


7 


503 


93.64 


- 2 


90.8 


16.20 


5.60 


^ : 

1.79 


9 


620 ^ 


69.^5 


2 


92.^ 


15.67 


6.98 


2^33 




3 


A9A 


98.58 


6 


' 92.4 


14.90 


3.46 


1.31 


' CAPITAL- 


5 


502 


100.00 


5 


93.4 


16.60 


4.74 


1.54 


IZATION 


V 7 


503 


93.64 


2 ^ 


90.8 


16.20 


5.86 


1. 82 




9 


620 


69.35 


2 


92.9 


15.6 7 ! 


6.91 


2.30 


1 (5) 


3 


A9A 


98.58 


6 


92.4 


14.90 


3.54 


1.33 


PUNCTUATION 


5 


502 


100.00 


,5 


* 93.4 


16.60 


4.77 


! 1.46 


- 


7' 


503 


9 3.64 ^ 


2 


90.8 


16.20 


5.74 


\ 


1. 81 




9 


620 


69.35 

■ — i L 


2 

1_ - 


92.9 


15.67 


7*05 1 


2.25 



* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES* 

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING!, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

+ STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100 j NATIONAL SD - 16. 

tt GRAM EQUIVALENCE IGE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR tACH SKILL ARfA. 
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CALVERT COUNTY 

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS 


•. (1) 


(2 ) 

f^JUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED ♦ 


(3l 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED *♦ 


(4) 

NUMBER 'OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
/ STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE) M 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVI ATION 
(SD) 


(6) 

\ 


3 


494 


98.58 


6 


92,4 


14 , 9 0 


3, 16 


1.^9 


LANGUAGE 
USAGE 


5 


502 


100,00 


5 


93,4 


' 16 ,60 


4,33 


1,62 




- 7 


503 


93.2>4 


-2 


90 6 


16 , 2 0 


5 ,70 


1,84 




9 


620 


69,35 


2 


92 9 


'ds , 67 


7,13 


2,26 


(7) 


3 


494 


98,58 - 


6 




14,90 a 


3 ,39 


1,16 


LANGUAG-E 
TOTAL 


5 


502 


190 ,00 




9 3,4 


16, 60 


4,57 


1,38 




7 


503 


93 , 64 


5 

£ 


90 , 8 


16,20 


5,72 


1,54 




9 


620 


69 , 35 


2 


92,9 


15.67 


7,02 


2,01 


(8 ) 


3 


494 


96 ,58 


6 


92 ,4 


14,90 


3,07 


,96 


MATh/maT ICAL 
CONCEPTS 


5 


502 


100 ,00 


' 


93,4 


16,60 


4,65 


1,29 


t 


7 


503 


73 , OH 


2 


90, 8 


16,20 

1— 


6,14 


1,34 


a 




620 


69 35 


2 

1 , 


92,9 7 


^ 15,67 


7,42 


1,80 


19) 


3 


494 






92,4 


14,90 


3,08 


1,04 \ 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 


5 


502 


100,00 


! 

1 


j 

93,4 


16,60 


4, 69 


1,36 




7 


503 


9 3,64 


— r 

' . 1 


90,8 


16,20 


6,03 


1,50 




9 


620 


69 , 35_ 


! 


92,9 


15,67 


7,30 


1,90 


(10) 


3 


494 


98,56 


6 


92,4 


14,90 


3,07 


,94 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


502 


100,00 


5 


93,4 


16,60 


4,67 


1,23 




7 


503 


i|^3,64 


2 


90,8 


16,20 


6,08 


1,29 




9 


dZO 


69,35 


2 


92,9 


15,67 


7,36 


1,72 



^* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES, 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION, 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100| NATIONAL SD - 16, 

++ GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM lOHA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION, THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3 . 7 , 5.7, 7,7, 9.4, VARvimg SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA, ^ ^ui^niui 
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CAROLINE COUNTY 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL ' RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A. CtlHHB|ITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 


(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 


(3) ^ 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


19,781 


$7,430 


33.5 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
Ol= AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


9.8 


10.5 



SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS 



(AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



{ 



(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


5^296 


$8,303 


$14,692 


8.6 


14.4 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF * 
MASTERS. DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


15.1 


18.7 


94.0 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SQHOQL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


(15) 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) ' 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$845.96 


$606.71 


71.8 


$19.76 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 

PER PUPIL 
PUBIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COST 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


2.3 1 


$6.84 


0.8 



SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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CAROLINE COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQU I VALENCE )t 
BY SKILL AREAS 



SK ILL 
AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLE ) * 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TE STED <"> 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
• TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
( SAS ) + 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVI AT ION 
( SD ) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUI VALENC3 
(GE ) ^ + 


(8 ) 

STANDARD 
DEVIAT ION 
( SD) 


(1) 


3 


415 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.23 


1.16 


vnC A^UL * RY 


5 


421 


92.87 


5 , 


98.7 


15.68 " 


5.01 


1.48 


7 


467 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15.73 


6.46 


1.76 




9 


450 


84.67 


2 


101.0 


15.42 


8.16 


2.07 




3 


415 


91.08 

\ 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.47 


1 

1.27 

1 


READING 
CQMPftE 

HCNS ION 




421 


92.87 


5 


98.7 


' 

15.68 


5.15 


1.46 


7 ^ 


467 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15.73 


6.58 


1.62 




9 


450 


84.67 


2 


101.0 


15.42 


8.24 


1 ^ 

1.81 


(3) 




h — ' 

415 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15,23 


3.95 


1.43 


SPE LL I\r. 




421 


92. 87 


5 


98.7 


15.^8 


5.46 


1.76 




7 

_. . 


467 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15.73 


1 

6.73 

1 




2.03 




9 


450 


84.67 


2 


101.0 


15.42 


8.20 


2.27 




3 


415 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.08 


1.40 


CAPITAL 


5 


421 


92.8-7 


5 


98. 7 


15.68 


5,38 


1.55 


I /ATION 


7 


467 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15.73 


6.43 


1.98 


1 ^ 


9 


450 


84.67 


2 


101.0 


15.42 


' — ■ 1 

8.41 


2.25 


(5 ) ' 


3 


415 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.91 


1.47 


PUNCTUAT ION 


5 

^ 1 


421 


92. 87 


5 


98.7 


15.68 


5.19 


1.55 




^ I 


46 7 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15.73 


6.37 


1.95 




! 

9 1 


450 


84.67 


2 


101.0 


15.42 


1 

8.00 1 


2.26 



• *S OF W30/ 73 , ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NCNGRADcIi CLASSC5. 

• « NUMBER iTunENTS TE^STED 5PkIfG, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUX3ER kNROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t $TAM;ARr. AOb SCOP= (SAS) I'ERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDtTIOM. 
THE mean:- fn<^ TI^E NariGNAL NHtJM GROLP GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100, NATIONAL SI) - 16. 

♦* GRADc ECJIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM 10, :A TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FQRM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THf 
NATIONAL .•'lORM G^^GUP FOR GFADES 3, 5. 7, AND 9 ARE AP PPQX I M ATE L Y 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 0.4, VARYING SLITHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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CAROLINE COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OP 
^ STUDENTS 
ENROLLED ♦ 


( 3 ) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED o* 


( 4 ) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED • 


( 5 ) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) t 


( 6 ) 

S TANDAR D 
DEVI AT ION 
(SD) 


( 7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 

(GE 1 * t 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD 1 


(6) 




^15 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.47 


1.35 


LANGUAGE 
USAGE 


5 


^21 


92.87 


5 


98.7 


15.68 


5.02 


1.73 




7 


^67 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15.73 


6.36 


1.98 




9 


450 


14.67 


2 


101.0 


15.42 


7.75 


2.^4 


(7) ■ ^ 


3 


415 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.80 


K 

1.25 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


5 


421 


92.87 


'A 


98.7 


15.68 


5.26 


1.46 




7 


467 


90.15 


2 




94.7 


15.73 


6.47 


1.75 




9 


450 


84.67 


2 




101.0 


15.42 


8.09 


2.00 


( 8 } 


3 


43:5 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.28 


.93 


MATHEMAT I CAL 
CONCEPTS 


5 


421 


92.87 


, I 

! 

• (- 


98.7 


15.68 


5.23 


1.32 




7 


467 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15.73 


6.80 


1.50 




9 


450 


84.67 


2 


1 


1 

101.0 1 


15.42 


8.15 


1.83 


(9 ) 


3 


415 


91.08 

/ 


5 




1 

96.1 


15.23 


3.48 


1.17 


MATMfMAT ICAL 
PROBLEMS 




421 


92.87 


5 




^ 

98.7 ' 

1 

— L 


15.68 


5.13 


1.28 






467 


90.15 


2 1 


94.7 


15.73 


6.63 


1.55 






, 450 


84.67 


2 




101.0 


15.42 


8.03 


1.79 


(10) 


3 


415 


91.08 


5 


96.7 


15.23 


3.38 


.99 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


421 


92.87 


5 


98.7 


15.68 


5.18 


1.22 




7 


467 


90.15 


2 


94.7 


15,73 


6.72 


1.41 




9 


450 


84.67 


2 


101.0 1 


15.42 


8.09 1 


1.69 



• AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDCD BY NUMBER ENROLLFD 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

^ rZc^'Sfl^.^c'^cnn^"?^ DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES Tf^ST. NONVERBAL BATTERY, FOf^M 1, 1971 EDITION 

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FPR TRADES 3, 5. 7. AMD 9 ARE 100 1 N AT I ON AL S D - 16 ! EDITION. 

SAifLt^'^^^*""^^" DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS. FURM 5. 1971 EDITION. THE MFANS IN THE 

foVsTc'^ S°?rL':°eA/^-'''' ' APPROXIMATELY 3.7. 5.7. 7 . 7 ! 9!rOAR3"NG IughIly ' 

I i 
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CARROLL COUNTY 

TABLE !• COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES , PROFI LE* 



*• COHHUNUY CHARACTERISTicS 



(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


TOTAL 


MEDIAN 


PERCENT 


POPULATION 


FAMILY 


DISADVANTAGED - 




INCOME 


SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


69,006 


>10,20^ 


19.7 



EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


10.0 


10. 7 



8» SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(6) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


(7 ) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS / 
TEACHING \ 
EXPERIENCE > 


(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


18,^^2 


19,978 


117,613 


0«5 ^ 


20.3 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


12.6 


19.0 


94.9 



C* FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


^ (15) 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 
PER PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


1926.4^5 


S684. 70 


74.1 


S28.47 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON^ 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


*3.1 


»6.20 


0.7 



•SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINmoN OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TAILE. 
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CARROLL COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQU I VALENCE ) t 
BY SKILL AREAS 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(11 
GRADE 


(2 1 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENRDLLE ) * 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTEDoo 


( 4 ) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 

AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS 1 ^ 


(6 ) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
( SD I 


( 7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUI VALENCc 
(GEI ^+ 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(LI 


3 




98.40 


16 


103.8 


15.94 


3.85 


1.06 


VOCABUL'RY 


5 


I4B6 


96.25 


10 


104.6 


15.22 


5.51 


1.53 


7 


14 81 


97.10 


7 


102.8 


14.15 


7.24 


1.80 




9 


146B 


B7.26 


4 


107.1 


14.96 


8.86 


1.86 y 




3 


1440 


9B.40 


16 


103. 8 


15 ,94 


3.86 




RE ADINb 

COMPRE 
Hi N*: I ON 


5 


14B6 


1 

9B.25 


10 


104.6 


15.22 


5.67 




/ 1.47 


7 


14 Bl 


97.10 


7 


102. 8 


14.15 


7.37 / 




1.61 




9 

— \ 


146B 

, 


87,26 


4 


107.1 


t 

14.96 


9.03 \ 


\ 1. 77 


( J ) 




1440 


9B.40 




16 


10 3. 8 


15.94 


4,49 


3\35 




— 1 

— . ^ 


H 

14B6 


90.25 


10 


104.6 


15.22 


5.92 


1.^6 


( 


^ 1 


14 Bl 

JL 


9 7.10 


7 


102 . 8 


14.15 


7, 39 




1.98 




9 


146B 


87.26 


4 


107.1 


14.96 


8.80 


2.15 




3 


1440 


98.40 


16 


10 3.8 


15.94 


4.29 


1.29 


C AP I T AL - 




14B6 


98.25 


10 


104.6 


15.22 


5.94 


1.67 


I ZATIfJN 


7 


14B1 


9 7.10 


7 


102. 8 


14.15 


7.10 

( 


1.96 


, ^„___ 


9 


146B 


87.26 


4 


10 7.1 


14.96 


9.16 


2.20 


{•i ) 


3 


1440 


9 8.40 


16 


103.8 


15.94 


4.33 


1.46 


PUNC TuAT ION 


5 


14B6 


98.25 


10 


104.6 


15.22 


5,82 


1.70 




7 


14 Bl 


9 7, 10 


7 


— f 

102,8 1 


14 .15 


7.17 

' ' 1 


1.95 




9 


1466 


87.26 


4 


JjO 7 , 1 j 


14.96 


8,48 J 


2.20 



• AS OF 9/30/73. ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SASI DERIVED, FROM COGrUTIVE AdIlITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTEPY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITIOM. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR &)^ADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100 i NATIONAL SD " 16. 

++ GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GEI DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS. FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5. 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYlNfi SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 



ERIC 
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CARROLL COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD 'AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


' NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED * 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED *♦ 


(4 } 

Number op 

SCHOOLS 
»TE STED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
BEVIAT IHN 
( SD ) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 

(GE ) ' • 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 

<SD) 


(6) 


3 


1V»0 


96.40 


16 


10 3. 8 


15.94 


3.95 


1.38 


LANGUAGE 
USAGE 


5 


LA 86 


96.25 


10 


• 104.6 


15.22 


5.62 


1.73 




7 


L461 


9 7.10 




7 


102.8 


14.15 


7.23 


1.99 






1^66 


B7.26 


4 


107.1 


14.96 


6.52 


2.27 


17) 




lAAO 


9 8^40 ' 


16 


10 3.6 


15.94 


4.26 


1.21 


LANGUAGE 
TO T AL 


5 


1^66 


96.25 


10 


3,04.6 


15.22 


5.62 


1.52 




7 


LA61 


9 7.10 


7 

- — 


102.6 


14.1^5 


7.22 


1.72 




9 


1466 


67.26 


4 


' 

107.1 


14.96 


8.73 


1.95 


( tJ ) 


3 


14 40 


98.40 




16 


103.8 


15.94 


3.66 


.93 


MAT*^ MA T I CAL 




14 66 


9^6.2 5 


10 


' — ■ -1 

104.6 


15.2J2 


6.03 


1.43 




7 


1461 


9 7.10 


7 


102.6 


14.15 


7.61 


1.62 




— ^ 


1466 


67.26 


4 


107.1 


14.96 


9.45 


1.74 


( 9 ) 




1440 


90.40 


W> 


103.8 


15.94 


3.78 


1.09 


MATmC ma T I CAL 




14 66 


96.25 


10 


. ^ 

10\ . 6 , 

i 


15.22 


5.63 


1.36 




7 


1461 


97.10 


7 

^ — , ^ 


102.6 1 


14.15 


7.39 


1.61 




9 


1468 


67.26 


— _ — 4. 


1 

107.1 


14.96 


9.22 


1.66 


( 10 ) 


3 


14 40 


96.40 


16 


103.8 


15.94 


3.84 


.95 


MA The MA T If AL 
TOTAL 




1,4 06 


98.25 


10 


104.6 


15.22 


5.63 


1.33 




7 


>4ei 


97.10 


7 


102.6 


14.15 


7.60 


1.52 




9 


1466 


67.26 


4 


107.1 


14.96 


9.33 


1.61 



• AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 



NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD ACE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOU GRADES 3^ 5, 7, AND 9 AHE lOOi NATIONAL SD ■ 16. 

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE {GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 197V EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. 5. 7, AND 9 ARE AP^HOX IMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.t, 9.4, VARVing SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 



ERIC 
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CECIL COUNTY 




BOARD OF EDUCATION (Appointed) 

5-:^ Lester W. Roan^^ Preeident 

Leroy Manlove, D.V.M., Vice Preoident 
Mrs. Virginia W. Brown 
Charles H. Dennison 
James A. Wilson 

Walter J. Finn, Superintendent of Schools 
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C^IL COUNTY 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 

y 



*• COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(i) 

TOTAL 
^ POPULATION 


(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMlLr 
INCOME 


(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


53,291 


$9t042 


26*2 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES ^5 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


10.6 


^'11,4 



B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS Of SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(6) 

TOTAL 
SCH0(3l 
ENROLLMENT 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(6) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


A 10) 

AVERAGE 
' YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPER lENCE 


13,513 


110,068 


117, 188 


8.1 


1 ^ 

12.9 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ii^OVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


18.3 


21.4 


93.5 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 





(14) 


(15) 


(16) 


(17) 


\ 


TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 

(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 




$810.51 


$602.65 


73.7 


$21.72 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


2.7 


$6. 30 


0.8 



•SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 

HO 
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CECIL COUNTY 

TABLE 2. 



NONVERBAL- ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKI.LL AREAS 



SK 1 LL 
AREAS 


- 

(1 ) 

&R A DE 

I' 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLS ) 


1 3 1 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED^. 


NUMBER OF 
SCHC7DLS 
TESTED 


15) 
AVERAGE 
J 1 ayili aisli 
AGE 
SCORE 
( SAS ) ^ 


(61 

STANDARD 
DEVI ATIOrj 
( SD 1 


( 7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
IGE ) *^ 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVI AT ION 
(SD) 


1 L 1 

VOC ADUl "Rv 


3 


1071 


96.73 


16 


98.0 


15.29 


3.33 


1.10 


5 


1115 


9^.68 


16 


100.^ 


15.03 


5.04 


1.5A 


7 


1126 


91,12 


« 6 


101.1 


14.45 


6.79 


1,74 


9 


1006 80.12 


5 


101.2 


15.11 


6.36 


2.01 


( ^ J 

«t AtrlNo 




1071 96.73 


16 


96.0 


15.29 


3.*7 


^ 

1,18 




1115 


I 

96.68 16 


100.4 


I 

15.03 1 5.20 


1,47 


1 — ^ _ ^ 

7 


- 

1126 


■ 

91.12 


6 


101.1 1 14. 4S 6.96 1.62 




1006 




60.12 


5 


101.2 15.11 8.41 


1.81 ^ 


( \ 1 

' SPf LI If.'. 





1071 


96.73 


16 


96.0 


15.29 3.83 


1,38 


1115 


96.66 


16 


100.4 


IS. 03 


5.34 


■ 

i.al 


7 


1126 


91.12 
80. 12 


6 


101.1 


14.45 


: 

6.61 « 2.13 


L 




1006 


5 


101.2 


15,11 

, — - — ^ 


.8.36 


2.27 


A P I T A L 
I / AT irjf4 

1^ 


3 


1071 


96,73 


16 


"98.0 


15.29 


' 

-3.67 


1.25 




1115 


96.60 


16 


100.4 


15.03 


5.35 

— 


1.60 

1 




1126 


91. 12 


6 


101.1 


14.4 5 


6.69 

^ 4 


1,69 




1006 


00.12 


5 


101.2 


^5.11 


8.26 


2.10 


{ *i ) 

PuNr t jat ION 


3 


1071 


96, 73 


16 


98.0 


15.29 


3.70 


1.31 




1115 


96.60 


16 


100.4 


15.03 


5.34 


1.61 


^ 1 1126 


91,12 


6 


1 

101.1 


14.45 


6.64 


1.94 


9 


- 1006 


00. 12 


5 


101.2 

. , 


15.11 


^ — ^ . — ^ j 

6.06 


2 .19 



• AS OF 9/30/73. ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGHADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

♦ STANDARD AGE SCORE (SaS) DERIVED FrOM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTEPY, FORM 1, 1971. FPITinn. 
THE MEANS POR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP POR GRADES 3, 5. 7, AND 9 ARE 100 1 NATIONAL SD » 16. 



tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED PROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MFANS IN THF 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP POR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 0.4, VARYlNC SLir.HTLY 
POR EACH SKILL AREA. ^ 
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CECIL COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS ftONTINUED) 



• AS OP 9/30/73, ADJUSTED Ife lNCLUD£ Npf^GRA^eD CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUITENTS TESTED SPRING. 197A DIVIDED DY NUMBER EN«OLLeD 9/30/73. EXPRFSSFP AS A PFRCENTAf.f. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SaS) DERIVED FROM COGN I T I Vf AD 1 1 f T I F S Tf^T. NnNVFRPAl PATTFRy. fnPM l, VHI fPITION 

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR r.RA^tlS 3, 7,* AND 9 ARf lOOi NATHINAI SD - L^. 



tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM lOWA TESTS OF DASIC SKliLS, FORM S. L<>71. FDITION. TmF MFAN'* In ThF 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. 5, 7, ANp 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7» 7.7, 0 . . vARvf^G Si ir.MTi y 
FOR GACM SKILL AREA. ^ 

O . ' 3-30 

ERIC 



SK I LL 
AREAS 


( L) 

(.RAir 


NUMBtrO OF 
STUDENT i 
6Nf?DLLED ♦ 


' 3) 

PE'^CENT OF 
S TuOE N f S 
TESTfL 


I^ ) 

NUMDFR O'' 
^1».(30lS 
TESTED 


( 5 • 
A V F P a C 

s r ANnaPD 

' AG^ 

sroru - 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

STANDAP D 
DE VIAT inN 
( SD ) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(G£ ) ♦ t 


(0 ) 
STANDARD 

DEVI a: ION 

(SD) 


( 6 ) 


3 


1071 


96. 73 


16 


90.0 


15.29 


3.40 


1.30 


LAN'^.UACfc 
USAGE 


5 


1113 


96.6 0 


16 


100.^ 


15.03 


4.98 


1.66 




1 -r 


1126 


^, 91.12 


6 


101. 1 


1,4.4 5 


6.58 


1.94 






1006 


80.12 


5 


101.2 


15.11 


7.92 


2.21 


( 7 ) 


3 


1071 


96.73 


16 


98. C 


15.29 


3.65 


l.i.4 


LANGUAGE 
TQTAt 




1115 


96. 6Q 


16 


100.4 


15.03 


5.25 


1.4a 


• 


7 


1126 


91.12 


0 


101.1 


X4.45 


6.68 ^ 


1.71 




9 


1006 


00.12 


5 


101.2 


15.11 


8.15 


1.91 


I n i 


3 


1071 


96. 73 


16 


98.0 


15.29 


3.57 


1.02 


MA TutMA T I r AL 
^□Nt. tP TS 


•3 


1115 


96.60 


16 


100.4 


15.03 


5.72 


1.49 




7 


1126 


91. 12 


6 


101.1 


14.45 


7.36 


1.61 


: ^ 


9 


1006 


80. 12 


5 


1C1.2 


15.11 


8.69 


1.81 


(9 » 




1071 


96. 73 


1 

16 


90.0 j 


15.29 


3.50 


1,07 


MA TME ma ' I . A t 




1115 


96.60 




100.4 j 


15.03 


5.43 






7 


1126 


91.12 




101.1 


14.45 


7.16 


1.63 




9 


1006 


60.12 


5 


101.2 


IS. 11 


8.49 


1. 74 


f 10) 


3 


1071 


96.73 


16 


98.0 


15.29 


3.54 


.99 


mathema ricAL 

TOTAL 


5 


1115 


96.60 


16 


100.4 


15.03 


5.57 


1.32 




7 


1126 


91.12 


6 


101.1 


1A.4? 


7.27 


1.53 




9 


1006 


80»12 


5 


id 1.2 


15.11 


8.59 


1«6S 



CHARLES. COUNTY 




r 



BOARD OF EDUCATION (Elected) 

i 

Vincent C. Hungerford, Chairmc^ ^ 

Mrs. Nancy J. Sefton, Vic^e- Chairman 

C.^' Hayes Jameson, Jr. 

Mrfe. Louisa Fickeral 

Mrs. Merle K. Turner 

James E. Wilson, Jr. 

Sandy A. Vftilson ' , 

Jesse L. StarXey, Superintendent' of Schooy 
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CHARLES COUNTY 

TABLE' 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



COMMUNITY CHARACTERI.STICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 

4 


(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 


(3) ^ 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


♦ 47,675 


$X0i377 


27.0 



(4) 

^ EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS), 


(6) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
. FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


12.0 


12.0 



B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS fAS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(«) 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL . 
ENROLLME^fT 

— 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9") 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPER I ENCE 


(10) 

AVERAGE • 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


16,358 


SlOf 598 


$18,716 


8.6 


17.8 



. (11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE . 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


2tf.l 


21.1 


93.2 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 197^-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)' 



i 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


(15) ^ 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


. *^ (17) 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$995.78 


»697.82 


69.6 


^ $26.67 



■ — « i 

( 18 ) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


, (19) 
PER PLf8.lL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
• NEL SERVICES 

COSTS^ 


^ (20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


2.6 


$11.10 


1.1 



' *SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF^DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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CHARLES COUNTY 

TABLE 2. 



NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCOREl 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
■ BY SKILL AREAS 



- SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


(2 ) , 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
. ENROLLE.)* 


( 3 ) 

PPRCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(51 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 

AGE 
'SCORE' 
(SAS } t 


(6 } 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
( SD } 


( 7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 

(GE ) ' 


(8) 

STANJUARD 
DEVI ATION 
(SDI ■ 


(1 } 

VOCABULARY 


n 

3 


1340 


97,31 


16l 


96.7 


16,16 


3,22 


1 . 10 


5 


1427 


97.55 


16 


9 7.7- 


16.27 


4.85 


1 .66 


7 


1320 


96.52 


5 


97..1 


17.00 


6.37 


1.91 


9 


1377 


66.20 


3 


97.8 


17.03 


7.75 


2.18 


READING 
COMPRE- 
HENS ION 


3 


1340 98.21 


16 


96.7 


16.16 


3. 34 


1.18 


5 

\- , 


\ ' 

1 

1427 1 96.92 

1 


16 


97.7 


16Va^.^^^ 1 4.96 


1.54 


7 


1320 


96.59 


$ 


97,1 j 17.00 


^ 6.64 


1.64 


9 


1 

1377 1 86.64 

1 


3 


n — ' ^ 

97.8 i 17.03 


7.87 


1.99 


(31 

1 c □ c 1 1 r c 1 r 




r 

1340 


97.46 


\ ■ 

16 


96.7 


16.16 3.80 

i . 1 


1.35 


5 


1427 


97.62 


16 


97.7 


16.27 ' ^,05 


1.81 


7 


1320 

' 


96.06 


5 


97.1 


17.00 


6.46 


1 " 

2.12 




9 


^1377 


86.71 


3 


97.8 


17.03 


7,79 


2.45 


( ^ ) 

CAPITAL- 
I 2ATI0N 


3 


1340 


98.28 


16 


96.7 


16.16 


3. 79 


1.32 


^ 


1427 


97.62 


16 


97.7 


16.27 


5.37 


1 6 3 


7 


1320 


96.06 


5 


97.1 ^ 


17.00 


6.73 


1.98 




9 


1377 


86.64 


3 


97,8 


17.03 




2, 33 


(5 ) 

PUNCTUATION 


3 


1340 


98.36 


-> 16 


96.7 


16.16 


3.76 


1.41 


5 


1427 


97.62 


16 


97.7 


'16.27 


5.28 


1,6 5 


7 


1320 


96.06 


5 


1 

97.1 


17.00 


6.44 


1.96 






1377 


86.42 


3 


97.8 


17.03 


7.78 


2.16 



• AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED By' NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SA^) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTEPY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 3*00 1 NATIONAL SD - 16. 

t+ GRADE EQUIVALENCE IGE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE^, MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 AKE APPROXIMATELY 3^7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OP 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED * 


( 3 ) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
"TESTED 


( 4 ) 

schfm^-s 

TESl^D 


\ 3 } 

AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) f 


( 6 ) 

ST ANDAR D 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


( 7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE ) M 


( B ) 

STANDARD 
DEVI AT ION 
(SD) 


{6) 


3 


13^0 


98.^3 


16 


96.7 


16.16 


3.49 


1.33 


LANGUAGE 
USAGf 


5 


1^27 


9 7.27 


16 


97.7 


16.27 


5.09 


1.77 




7 


1320 


-96.29 

/ 


5. 


97.1 


■y 

17.00 


6.47 


2.06 




9 


1377 

■ V — 


86.20^^ 


3 


97. B 


/ 

17.03 


7.64 


2.32 


( r) 




13A0 




Ifr 


96.7 


16.16 


3.71 


1.20 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


5 


1^27 


97.76 


16 


97.7 


16.2 7 


5.20 


1.52 




7 


1320 


96.29 


5 


97.1 


17.00 


6.56 


1.76 




9 


1377 


87.00 


3 


97. B 


17.03 


7.77 


2.11 


(8 ) 


3 


' 13^0 


9B.51 


16 


96.7 


16.16 


3.44 


1.02 


MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS ' 


5 


1^2 7 


97.34 


16 


[ 1 

97.7 


16.27 


5.30 


1.36 




7 


1320 


9b. 98 


5 


— -\ 

97.1 


17.00 


6.72 


1.56 




- 9 


1377 


. 85.0^-^ 


3 


1 




97.8 1 

i 


17.03 , 


B.9.3 


1.91 




3 


13^0 


/ 

98.51 


16 




96.7 


16.16 


3.42 


1.09 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS <^ 


5 


1^27 


97.34 


16 ' 




97;7 


16.27 


* 5.08 


1. 36 




7 


1320 


96.14 


5 


1 
1 


97.1 


17.00 


6. 56 


1.^7 




9 


1377 


85.04 


3 


} 97.8 


17.03 


7.90 


1.96 


(10) 


3 


13^0 


96.66 


16 


96.7 


16.16 


3.45 


1.00 


MAThEMA TICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


1^2 7^. 


-.-^ 9^fr.34 


16 


97.7 


16.27 


5.21 


1.28 




. 7 


1320 


96.14 


5 


97.1 


17.00 


6. 70 


1.4B 




9 


1377 


85.04 


3 


97.8 


17.03 ■ 


B.Ol 


1.Q5 



♦ AS tfp 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 4f 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1. 1971 EDITION 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5. 7, AND 9 ARE lOOi NATIONAL SD - 16. 

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OP BASIC SKILLS. FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7. 5.7, 7.7. 9.4, VARVING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. i . i .t, vmk mo iLii»«iLT 

Hi] 



ERIC 



3-34 



DORCHESTER COUNTY 




BOARD OF EDUCATION (Appointed) - 
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DORCHESTER COUNTY 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A. ' COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 


(2) 

MEDIAN * 

FAMILY 

INCOME 


(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


29,405 


$7,702 


39.6 



(4) 

EDUCATI-ONAL LEVEL 
MALES ,29#irEARS 
OF AGE pa OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF^GE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


9.2 


10.1 



1. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 





(6) 


(7) 


(8) 


(9) 


(10) 




TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


^AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
» YEARS 

ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 




6,300 


S10-r0 31 


$14,679 


10.9 


22.4 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPI L/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


15.8 


18. 1 


9'2.9 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


(15) 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$1,004. 83 


S731.63 


73.0 


$33.15 



(18) 

' PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


3.3 


15.05 


0.5 



4 

•SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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DORCHESTER COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS 



^ SKILL 


< 1 J 

P 

GRADE 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
FNROLLE ) * 


1 ' ^ ' ■ 

! PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED**- 


( 4 ) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TE STED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
S-tANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
( S A S ) t 


(6s) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(Sli I 


< 7 ) 

AVER AG€ 
GRADE 
EQUlVALENCc 
(GE ) +^ 


(6 ) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


: L ■ 

\ 


; 3 




1 96.13 


11 


91.6 


15.91 


' 

3.04 


1.04 


5 


^93 


99.80 


11 


91.5 


15.62 


4.61 


1.57 


7 




94.43 


3 


93.7 


16.13 


5.96 


1.83 


! 


9 

f _, , 




91.77 


3 


94.6 


15.70 


7.46 


2.15 


w f A I \ ■ 

; TMpa f 

a 

' *l ) 


I. ■ 


^65 96.13 

— i 


11 


91.6 * 


15.91 




, 1.14 


*-- - — i 


^93 

_ ^ — 


99. 80 


11 


91.5 ' 15-.^82 


4.76 


1.43 


1 



9 


(;67 


94.43 

I 


3 


9 3.7 


16.13 1 , 6.25 




1.60 


] i 

^8y , 91.77 

Z_ ... . ^ . 


r ^- 

3 


94.6 


15.70 7.77 


♦ 

1.95 






/465 


96.13 11 

i 


91.6 


15.91 3.82 


1.35 


! '.Pf L . 

j 






49 3 


99. 80 


11 


91.5 


15.82 


5.00 




1.72 




\ 467 


94.43 


3 


93.7 


16.13 


6.39^ 1 1,97 




9 




1 486 


91.77 


y 


94.6 


15.70 


7.88 


2.41 




— -—4 




465 


96.13 


11 


91.6 


15.91 


3.90 [ 1.26 


A fM T A L 
! ZA T IfjN 




^93 


99. 80 


11 --^ 


91.5 


15.82 


5.33 


1.63 


i 

7 


^67 


94.43 


3 


93.7 


16.13 


6.51 


1.93 




9 


^86 


91.77 


3 


94.6 


15.70 


6.13 


2.40 


( S ) 

PuNC T JA T I DN 


3 


465 


96. 13 


11 


91.6 


15.91 


4.00 


1.33 


5 


493 


99. 80 


11 


91.5 1 


15.82 


5.04 


1.62 


7 


467 


94. 43 


3 


r 

V'' 1 


16.13 


6.33 


1.95 




486 


91.77 


3 


94.6 


15.70 


7.81 


2.40 



f 



♦ AS OF 9/3D/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

+ STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEJ^V^ONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS'FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR f.RADES 3, 5, 7 ^Jtm 9 Alif lOOi NATIONAL SD « 16. 

ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE ( GE ) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FOflM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN TH^ 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE A P P R 0 XjiU^KJ. Y 3/7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARVING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. ' ^ — ^ 
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DORCHESTER COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC A'CHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS 


( 1 ) 
GRATE 


(?) 

NUMBER 
S rUDEN IS 
ENROLLED * 


( 3 ) 

P£'r<CENr Of 
S rUDENTS 
TESTED 


) 

NUMDCR OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


( 5 ) 
AVERAGE 

standahT 

ACE 
SCORE 
{ SAS ) f 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEV lAT ION 
( SD ) 


< 7) 

AVER AGE 
GRADE 
EQUrVALENCE 
<CC ) ♦ • 


(6 ) 

s fandapd 

DEVI AT ION 

<sn ) 


(6) 




^65 


96. 13 


11 


91.6 / 


15.91 


■ 

3.33 


1.30 


LANGUAGE 
USAGE 


5 


^93 


99.80 


.-7 11 


91.5 


15.82 




1.6A 




7 


^67 


9^. ^3 


3 


93.7 


16.13 


6.27 


1.85 




<J 


^86 


91. 77 


3 


9^.6 


15.70 


7.51 " 


2.29 


(7) 


3 


A65 


96. 13 


11 


91.6 


15.91 


3.76 


1.13 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


5 


^93 


99. 80 


11 


91.$ 


15.82 


5 .00 


1.42 




7 


^67 


9^. ^3 


3 


93.7 


16 .13 


6. 37 


1.66 




9 


^86 


91. 77 


3 


9^.6 


15.70 


7.8A 


2.11 


(8 ) 

* 


^ 


^65 


96. 13 


11 


91.6 


15.91 


3 .18 


.95 


MATHEMA : 1 C AL 
CONCEPTS 


5 


^93 


99.80 


11 


91.5 


15.82 


A. 70 


1.17 




7 


^67 


9^. ^3 




93.7 


16 .13 


6 . A8 


1.44 





9 


^86 


91.77 


\ ' 


' 1 

9^.6 


15.70 


7. 8fl 


1.62 


(<J ) 


3 


^65 


96.^5. 


J 

_ / 11 


91.6 


15.91 


3.30 


1.04 


MAThEMAT ICAL 
PROBLEMS 


5 ■ 


*»93 


99. 80 


: 

11 1 


91.5 


^5.82 


A. 89 


1.26 




7 


^67 


9^. ^3 


3 


93.7 


16 .13 


6.50 


1. 56 




9 j 


^86 


91. 77 


3 


9^.6 


15.70 


7.90 


2.07 


(XO ) 


3 . 1 
1 


^65 


96. 13 


0 11 


91.6 


15.91 


3.2A 


.93 


MATHEMA nCAL 
TOTAL 


5 


^93 


99.80 


11 


91.5 


15.62 


A. 80 


1. 12 




7 


^67 


9^. ^3 


3 


93.7 


16 .13 


6.49 


1. 36 




9 


^86 


91. 77 


3 


9<».6 


15.70 


7.89 


1.84 



♦ AS OF 9/30/73. ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

*♦ NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE ISAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100 » NATIONAL SD - 16. 

ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS. FORM 5, 197L EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE / 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. 5, 7, AND 9 AR€ APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 0.4, VARYlNf. SLIf.HTLY/ 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA.. 
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Frederick L. Smith, President 

Clement E. Gardiner^ Vice President 

Mrs. Frances W. Ashbury 

William B. Barnes 
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FREDERICK COUNTY ^ 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBU*IC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



*• COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 


(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMI LY 
INCOME 


( 3 ) ' 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


'84,92 7 


$9t 550 


23.3 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


XO.B 


XX. 2 



SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, X973) 



(6) 

ir 

TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EJt'PER I ENCE 


{ XO) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


\ 2L,922 


$X0,677 


S18,27e 


9.5 


X7.2 



( LL) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


I L2) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RAT 10 


(X3) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


25.8 


20.8 


94.4 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR X972-X973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(X4) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


1 


(X5) 

PER PUPIL 
^ INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(X6) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(X7) 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$890. 9X 




$670.25 


75.6 


$20. X7 





— f 

( xe ) 

j PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


( X9) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 

COSTS 


( 20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 




1 3.x 


$5.X5 


0.6 



ERIC 
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FPfEDERI 



C|UNTY 
TABLE 2, 



NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS 





1 /.-yi- ^ 


(2 ) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLE )* 


(3)' 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTEDoo 


1 

(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
' STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS ) ^ 


(6) 

STATgDARD 
DEVI ATION 
( SD ) 


(7 ) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCc 
(GE ) +^ 


1 (8) 

STANDARD x] 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 




3 


17<V0 


) — ^ 

40.06 


24 


100.0 


16.5 2 


3.34 


1.13 




1770 


38.42 


23 


100.5 


1^.8 3 


5.04 


1.57 


h — ^ — _ — _^ 


1027 


12.75 


6 


100.2 


16.06 


6.80 


1.88 


9 


. 

1009 . 


10.89 


7 


99.8 


16.31 


8 . 10 


2.20 


COMPfi E 




1740 40.06 


24 


10Q«0 


16.52 


3.4 5 • 


1.21 




1 

1770 , 38.42 


23 


100.5 


16.8 3 1 5.11 


1.54 


1 

7 1 1827 


r ] 

12.75 j 8 


100.2 1 16.06 { 6.92 | 1.72 


h — f * 

' 1809 


1 \ 

10.89 7 


I 1 
99.8 ' 16.31 8.38 






\— - • ' ■ — j 

^ 1 17^0 


40.06 ! 24 

1 


100.0 


16.52 3.89 


1.44 


^Pf. I L INT. 


y^-^ . ^ 


1770 


38.42 


23 


100. 5 


16.8 3 


5.23 


1.89 




r 


1827 


12.75 


8 


100.2 


16.06 


r T 

6.79 2.25 


9 


1809 


10.89 


7 


99.8 


16.31 


7.9? 


2.40 


( <♦ ) 

(. A P I T'tt L ■ 
I ZAT ION 

1 


3 


1740 


^0.06 


24 


100.0 


16.5*2 


3.72 


1'.30 


5 


1770 


38.42 


23 


100.5 


16.83 


5.24 


1.68 


7 


1827 


12.75 


8 


100.2- 


16.06 


6.77 


2.09 


9 


1809 


10.90 


7 


99.8 


16.31 


8.06 


2.40 


(5 ) 

PUNCTUAT ION 


3 


1740 


40.06 


24 


100.0 


16.52 


3.85 


1.34 


S 


1770 


38.42 


23 


. 100.5 


16.8 3 


5.17 


1.71 


7 


1827 


12.75 


8 


100.2 


16.06 


6.75 


2.08 




9 


1809 


10.89 


7 


99.8 


16. 31 


7.71 


2.35 



* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

••NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENJAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR TI-lE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100 1 NATIONAL SD > 16* 

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GEI DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM, GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 



ERLC 



3-41 



FREDERICK COUNTY 

TABLE 2. 



NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SK ILL 
AREAS 



L AN ,.A.,F 
A .{ 



&RAD6 



Number of 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED • 



I 3 J 



PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED *• 



LAN . . A ' , f 



" A • ■ * f M T, ; ^ 



K , It, i- M ■, 



1827 



NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 



23 



( 5 ) 
AVERAGE 

Standard 

AGE 

SCORE 
( SAS ) 



100.0 



100. 5 



100.2 



STANDARD 
DEV lAT I nN 
( SD ) 



16.52 



16?83 



16 .06 



99 . 8 



30.42 



12. 75 



16. 31 



100.0 



16. 52 



23 



100.5 
100.2 



16. 63 



16 .06 



1009 



12. 75 



99. 8 
100.0 
100. 5 
100. 2 

99 . 8 

lon.o " 



16. 31 
16. 52 
16. B3 
16.06 



< 7 ) 

A V E R AC E 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
IGE ) • • 



3.37 



5.05 



6.75 



7. 90 



3.71 



5.17 



6 .76 



7.90 



3.49 



5.62 
7.23 



16. 31 



8 . 56 



16.52 



3. 40 



(8 ) 



Standard 
de v i at ion 

( SD ) 



1. 36 



1. 73 



2. 19 



2.36 



1.20 



1.57 



L.92 



2. 12 



1.05 



1.55 



1. 70 



2.00 



1.13 



MA Tm^ MA • I 

T M Al 



■t — 



1809 
1740 
1770 
1027 
1009 



30 .42 



10 . 09 
40.06 

30.42 
12. 75 
10. 09 



2 3 
0 



100. 5 

100. 2 

99 . 0 

100.0 

100. 5 
100.2 



16.8 3 



16 .06 
16. 31 



5.25 



1.38 



7. 04 



1.63 



8.21 



2.01 



16. 52 



16. 83 



3.44 



1.04 



5.44 



1. 39 



16 .06 



7.1^ 



1. 56 



99.6 



16. 31 



0.36 



1.90 



• AS PI 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NQNGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMDER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXPRFSSED AS A PEPICENTAGC. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS» DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST. NONVERBAL BATTERY. PORM 1. 1971 EDITION 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM f.ROUP FOR f.RADES 3. 5. 7. AND 9 ARE 100 , N A T I ONAL SD - 16 ! ^^^"^^^^^ 

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM lOWA TESTS OF DASIC SKILLS. FORM 5. 19 71 EDITION THF mFan^ in y^c 
foVlT. SK?rL'5SEA/°" ' APPROXIMATEL; 3.7. N [rOA^^^NGlJ^C.M! L y'"' 
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GARRETT COUNTY 




BOARD OF EDUCATION 

Herbert G. Harman , Pre a iden t 

Mrs. Diane S. Thayer', Vicc-Pve aident 

Robert F. Diehl 

Paul R. Mateer 

Vacancy 

William H. Buser , Supevin tendon t o f'^ Schoo Is 
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GARRETT COUNTY 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



TOTAL 
POPULAT ION 

21,^ 76 



1 


iZ) 


1 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


MED I AN 
FAM I LY 
INCOME 




i'V.O 



{ ^ ) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALt"S YFAP', 
0^ A(,E Hft fU DER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 



9.2 



( 5 » 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 



10. 3 



SCH_QOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OP SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(6) 


{ 1 ) 


( 0 ) 


( 9 ) 


( 10) 


TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SAL AR Y 


AVERAGE 
ADMIN I S TRATOR 
SAL AR Y 


AVERAGE 
YEAR S 
TEACHING 
EXPFR I ENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINI STRATOR 
f XPER I ENCE 


5, /03 


»V,015 J 


ll'i ,6 *6 


11. 7 


2^.2 



1 11) 

PER(.ENT STAFF 
MASTER--, DEGREES 
HR A DOVE 


( 12 ) 

SCHQfiL LEVEL 
PUPIL/ ST AFP 
H AT I n 


( 13 ) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


10,9 


19.? ^ ' 


95.0 



F IN A NC I A L H AR A C. T [R I S J LTJ (FQR 1972-1973 SCHOOL VEAR) 



( 1^ ) 


( 15 ) 


TOTAL 


PER PUPIL 


PER PUPIL 


INSTRIK. T IfJNAL 


COST 


( nSTS 


4 7 72 . V* 





( 16 \ 


( 17) 




PERCENT 


PER PUPIL 




M P E N S E S 


Ai;MlNI S TRAT I VE 




Al LOT TED TO 


(CENTRAL OFFICE) 




INSTRUC T ION 


C ( J S T S 




60 . 0 


J20.92 - 





( in ) 

PERCENT EXPENSfS 
ALLOTTED TQ 
ADMIN I S^JRAT ION 
(CENTRAL OFF IC£ ) 



2 . 7 



( 19 ) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPJL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 



J2* 5fl 



( 20 ) 



PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 
,.. 



0.3 



♦Stt APPENDIX ^A HJR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PRESENTED IN THIS TABLE 
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GARRETT COyNTY- 

TABLE 2 



.' .NOMVERBAL. ABILITY ( AVERAGE ^^TAIMDARD AGE' SCORE) 
AND' ACAKEMIC 'ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 

- BY SKILL AREAS • ' ' : 



. SKIU 


(.1) , 
•GftADE 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


■ (3)* 

. ■• » • 

PERCENT OF 
•'STUDEN,T5 
TESTEJ)** 


(4) .. 

■ NUMBER OR 

SCHOOLS 
.*TESTEt) 


s ■ ■ 

(5) 
AVERAGE 
•STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
. SSAS) t 


(6) 

Standard 
deviation 

(SDJ * 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
G-RADE . 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)t+ 


10). 

e T A Kl^ A D n 

STANDA-R^ 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(1) 


.. 3 


' 429 


98i83 ^• 


Q 

13 ' 


98.9 


14.44 


* * 
3.43 


1^06' 






46a 


97-40 


t ■ 11 • 


101.7 


3.5.43 


.5.06^ 


1.53 . 


VOCABULARY 


7 


• 


97.29 


• 6 


- 101;, 2 


16.78 ' 


6.72 


. .1.83 




9 


434 


93.78 


" ' 3 - . 


104.4 


16.44 


. . 8V60 


1.97 


READING 
COMPRE^ 
HENS ION 

t 


3 


429 


98«83 


■13 ^ 


98.9 


13.33 


/ ) 3-60 


1.24 


5 


462 


" 97.40 


.11 


101.7 ' 


. . 15.43 


5^33 


1.57 


7 


517 


97.29 


6 


101.2 


16.78' / { 6.92 


1.73 


9^ - 


434 


93.78 • 


■ -3' 


• 104.4 


1 " 16.44 " j 8.81 


1.91 


(.3) 

" 'spelling 

> 


3 - 


429 


98.83 


13 


98.9 


14.44 


3.94 


1.39 


5 


■462 /: :^ 


97.40 ^ 


11 


101.7 


15.43 t 


5.24 


1.80 


7 


517 • . . 


97.2^ . 


'6 


101.2 


16.78 


6.72 


2.07 . 


9 


■^W3A ; V j ■ 


93.78 


3 


104.4 . 


16.44 


8,31 


2.31 


' ■ CAPITAL-' 
. ' . rZATION 


' 3 


'429. 


98.83 


* 13 


98.9 


14.44 


3.85 


1.28 




462 - 


97.40 


11 


101.7 


15.43 


5.52 


1.69 


■_. . .7- 


'517 , \ 


97.29 ' 


6 


101.2 


16.78 


6.94 


^ 2.09 


9 


434 


93.78 


3 


.104.4 


16.44 


8.0t 


2.38 


r 


1 

3 


429 


98.83 


13 


98.9 


14.44 


4.02 


1»43. 


5 


, 462 


,97.40 


11 


101.7 


15.43 


5.33 


1.60 


7 


517 . 


97*29 


6 


101.2 1 


16.78 


6.-91 


2*08 


• 9/ 


434 


93.78 


3 


104.4 


16.44 ■ 


8.62 


- 2.21 



4 AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. » 

♦♦ NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED 'sPRING, 1974 DIVIDED' BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXWlESSED AS A PERC^TAGE. 
FOR EACH SKILL AhEA. * 9 *7 V 
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GARRETT COUNTY 



TA9LE 2..' NONVERBAL ABILIJY .(AVERAGE STAnIaRB AGE SCORE) 
• • • ANB ACABEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRABE4 EQ'UIVALENCE)-*.. 

BY SKILL .fREAS. tCONTlNUEB).: ' 



'0 



sKia . 

• AREA$ 
■ 


' . GRADE 


(21 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS . 
ENROLLED ♦ 


<.3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED *♦ 


(4) 

NUMBER OF ■ 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) - 
' AVEf(AGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) t ' 


.(6X 

STANDARD . 
DEVIATION' 
(SD). 


V. (7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE) +f 


^8)- 

■ \ ■ •■ 
STANDARD . • 
DEVIATION 
(SD) » 


' LANGUAGE 
. USAGE 


3 


*429 


•98*83 


13 ' 


98.9 


'.. , 14;'44 ' 


3.5f ■ 


\ 1.31 


5 

.... - 


462 


'[ 97.40 • 


11 . 


* '101.7 


15.43 V 


4.97 


<- ' ' 
1.73 




517 - 


97.29 


6 . 


101.2 . . 


16. T8 


6<49 


2.-05 ^ 


9 . 


434 


.93.78 


- \^ 3 ^ 


104.4' 


■ 16.44 * 


a. 11 


2.30 


(7); • 

LAI|GUAG£ 
TOTAL 


3 


429 


98.83 

* • - 


-13 ' 


98.9 \ 


14.44. 


3.fi4> 


; 1.16 


. • 5 " 


462 - 


97.40 


11 


101.7 


7.5.43 


5*26 


1.52 


7 


•' V 517 ■ 


'97.29 


.6 


* 101.2 • 


16.78 


6. 77* 


; 1.85 , 




;434 


93.78 


....3" 


104,4 


16.44 . 


8.48 . 


2.06 


(8) . 

iMATHeMATICAL * 
CONCEPTS 




429" ' 


—r- 

98.83 , 


^3 


98..9 


"14.44 


3.59 


.97 


$ 


. 462 ^ 


97.40 




101.7 ' 


15.^3 


' 5.67 


1.45 


7 


517 


97.29 


6 


101.2 

* 


.16.78 


7.33 


1.68 


9 


43^ 


93.78 


3 I 104.4 


1^.44 ,V 


8.89 


- 1.98 ' 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 


3 


429 


■ * 98.83 




98.9 


14.44 


3.60 • 


1.09 


5 - 


462 


97.40 


u 


101.7 . 


15.43 


5.36 


1.33 


7 


517 


97^29 " 


6 


101.2 


16.78 


7.18 


1.70 




434 


93.78 




104.4 


16.44^ 


^ 

8.82 


1.19 




3 


429 


98.83 


13 . 


98.9 ; 


14; 44 


3.59 


. .97 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


462 


97.40 ' 




11 


101.7 ' 


15.43 


5.51 


i.31 




7 


517 


( } 
97-2? 


6 


101.2 


16..76 


»7i25 


1.60. 




9 . 


434 


• 93.78 


3 


104.4 


16.44 


6.86 


1.83 



♦ AS OF 9/30/73 l ADJUSTElJ TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. . -r 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING* 1974 DIVIDED BY liUHBER ENROLLED 9/30/73f EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE* 

f STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST* NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOK THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3* 5, 7i AND 9 ARE lOOj NATIONAL SD -,16. 

++ GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5 i 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5*Ti 7.7, 9.4,, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOn EACH SKILL AREA. 
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BOARD OP EDUCATION '(APE^Oihted) • 

W. Miles Hanna, President 
Charles F. Nealy, /Vice President. 
Glennon L, DeRoy< 
' Mrs. Herman P. Gay 
(^eorge R. Litchfield " 
Thomas Snodgrass 
Benjamin P. Tobin •, 

A. A. Roberty, Superintendent of Sohoots 
' Alden H. Halsey, Deputy Superintendent 
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HARFORD COUNTY . . 

•TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A, COMHUNITV Character isTit:^ 



U) 

total; • 

\f:QP\)LA7l6U 


(2) 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY , 
INCOME 


(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL V^GE CHILDREN 


115^.378 ' 


$10f770 





^-XP — : ^-7 — 1 

(4) • ^ <i 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
HALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE on OLDER 
(MEDlAf^ SCHOOL YEARS 


. (5) 

• \educ'ai?ional level 
. fehal£s 25 years 

of age or older * ^ 
(median school years) 


3i2«i 


12,1 



1. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 3.973) 



(fr) 


(7) 


(8) 


(9) 


(10) 




TOTAL 
- SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE; ' 
«» TEAC.HER- ; 
-i4lALARY . 


AVERAGE ! 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE \ 


AVERAGE- 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 




^^^''33',i63 


$lp|9ttO 


$17i940 


9.1 


15't6 ' 





(11)' 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DE6.REES 
OR ABOVE. * 


' * (12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUpiL/STAFF 
RATIO 


; (13) 

PERCENT 
AVG* DAILY 
iP'TENDANCE 


25.9 


20*0 


^4.6 



C.^ FTNANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS . ll;dR l<>tZ-1973 SCHOOLjYEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
* PER PORIL 
COST ; 


(15) V 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


{%6i ' 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17^ 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$853.91 


*fe42.'i8 ' 


7!t.3 


«21.46, • 



(18) 

PERCENT. EXPENSES 
' ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 

(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 

PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


1 ' ^ ' 

(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO " 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES ' 


.2.5 


♦7.49 


0.9 



*S^E APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND S0URCJ5S OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TaJJLE. " 
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HARFORD COUNTY 

I. . 



.TABLE .2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AG€ SCORE) 
■"and ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE -EQUtVALENCE)., 
BY SKILL AREAS. , ' 



0. - t.(. 

: t 

SKILL. 
' .'-/AREAS' 


1 1 1 

« * 

GRADE 


STUDENTS 
ENROLLED * 


( 3 ) 

STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 

NUMlER OP 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED ^ 


. (5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SA$)t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVlAffON 
'(SD) 


(7; 

.AVER AG *E 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCc 
(GE)++ 


(8) : 

' STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) • 


■ VOCABUL'MtV ■ 

* 


3 , • ■ 


2697 


92.25 


24-^ 


102.5 


16.36 


3.85 


1.09 




2758 


96,99 

• 


24 


104. S 


15.09 


5; 61 


1.44 ^ 


• 7 


2854 


88*16 


6 


102 «6 


14.82 


7.39 


1.65 


^ \ 


2595" 


80.62 


6 


X05.2 • 


15.60 


9.0^ 


1.90 


(2) 

'READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


3 \ . 


. 2697 


92.25 


24 


102.5 


16.36 


' 3#93 


1.22 




2T9«. 


96.99 


24 " r 


104,5 


« 15^09 


5.68 ; 


1.46 


7 




88.16 


6 


102.6 


14.82 7.41 


1.71 




v\<2595 


80.62 


& 


105«2 


15.60^ \ 8,89 


1.60 


(3) 

SPELLING 


# 

. 3 


% 

2697 


92.25 


24 


102«5 - 


16.36 


4.34 


r.3i 


5 


\ ■ 
2756 


96'.'99 


v24 


104.5 


15. CN 


5,90 

■ 4 


1.66 


.7 ' 


2854 




6 


102.6 


14.82 


7.47 


2.06 


9 


'259$ 


80.62 


6 


105.2 


15.60 


' 8.91 


2.15 


CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


3 


2697 


92.25 


24 


102.5 


16.36 . 


4.03 


1.26 


5 


2758 


96.99 


24 


104.5 


'15.09 ' 


5.84 


1.69" 


7 


2854 


88.16 


6 


102.6 


•14.82' 


• 7.49 


2.06 


9 


2595 


80.62 


6 


105.2 


15.60 


9.01 


2.12^ 


|.5.. 

1 
1 

f 

j PUNCTUATION 

■ 


. 3 


2697 . 


92.25 


24 


102.5 * 


16.36 


4,'05 


1.39 


5 ' 


' 2751 


96.99 


24 


104 .S 


15.09 


5.67 


1.63 


' 7 


2854 


, 88.16' 


• 6 


1P2.6 


1?.82 


7.21 


2.10 


9 


2595 


80.62 


6 \ 


105.2 

' ■ ■ 


15«60 


8.73 


2^:20 



« AS OF 9/30/73 1 ADJUSTEp TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSED* 

*♦ NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVU)ED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73,^ EXPRESSED, AS A PERCENTAGE. 

r STANDARD AgT SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 197i iDITI0H. 
THE MEANS FOR TH^. NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE lOOl NATIONAL SD * 1(^^ 
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FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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HARFORD XQUNTY ■ * - . . - ' 

.« • ■ • ■ •■ , ' 

. •TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANBARD AG^ SCORE) 
' • ■ ' ' AND ACADEMiC ACHIEVEMENT/'t-GRADE EQUIVALENCE) , o 

. BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) " • 



SKILL 
AREAS 


Ml 

' m 

• 

GRADE 


T 

STUDENTS. 
ENROLLED ^ . 


r C n U C n i U.r 

STUDENTS 
TESTED *♦ 


1 •»! 

SCHOOLS . 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD , 

ASIC 

SCORE 
(SAS) f 


DEVIATION 


• (7)' 

aveKage 

GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GEJ t+ 


(8) 

STANDARD * 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(6) 

lancuace 
u's*a6e 


3 


2697 


92.^5 


24 


102.5 


« 16.36 


. 3.89 




V 


• 2751 


.96#99 


24 


104.5 


15.09 


5.58 


1.74 




, 2854 


88.16 


V 6 


102<i^j6 


14.82 


7.30 


2.0$ 


9 


2595 - 


80«62 


6 


105«a 


15«60 


8.54 


2*27 -'^ 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


3 


2697 


92.25 


24 


102^5 


* 

3ii.36 


4*08 


* 1*15 • 


5 ^. 


2t5l 


96.99 


24 


104.5 


15.09 


5.75 


1..50 . 


7 


\ 

2854 . 


88.16 


• '6 


' 102.6 


14.82 


. 7.37 


i. - ^•4 . 


9 


2595 


. 80.62 


6 


105.2 


15.60 


l|.80 


'1.94 ^ 


MATHEMATICAL 
CONCePTS* 


3 


2697 


92>25 


24 


' ^ 102,5 


16.36 


3.78 


.^6 ' 


5 


2758 V 


' 96.99 


24 


* 

■ ' 104.5 


15^*09 


/ 

' 5.75 


1.39 


, .7 


2854 • 


- 1. 

88.16 


6 


102.6 


14.82 


7.47 


1.61 


9 


2595 


80.62 


6 t 105.2 


' 15.60 


9.15 


1.83 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 


3 


269^" 


92.25 




102.5 • 


16.36 


3.64 


1.06 • 


5 


2758 


96.99 




104.5 


15.09 


5.47 


1.32 


7 . 


2854 


88.1*6 


6 


102.6 


14.82 


* 7,22 


1.63 , . 




2595 


80.62 


6 


iosr.2 


15.60 


8.78 


• 1.80 ; 


(101 ' 

MAtHEMATICAL 
TOTMl 


3 


2697 


92.25 


24 


102*5 


16,36 


5.71 


.95 


5 


2758 


96.99 


24 


104.5 


15«09 


5^61 






2854 


88.16 


6 


102.6 


14.8;i 


7.35 • 


1.52 


9. 


2595 


80t62 , 


6 


105.2 


15.60 . 


8.97.' 


1.70 



• AS OJ* 9/30/7 3 1 ADJUSTED- TO rNCtUDe NONGRADED CLASSES, 

'iti* NUMBER. STUDENTS TESTED SPRlNGi 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/W/73> EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

■ ■ . • ■ ■ - , ■ ' 

f STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED £ROM COGNITIVE ABlLtTlES tEST» NONVERBAL BATTERY* FORM If 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3« 5» 7j AND 9 ARE lOOf. NATIONAL %T> « 16. 

. ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE (CE) DERIVED FROM lOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS/ QXlRM 5» 1971 EDITION* THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3i 5i 7i AND ^ ARE APPROXIMATELY i.7f 5*7» 7.7» 9.4f VARYING SLIGHTUY / 
FOR 6ACH SKILL >REA. • ' ^ . / 
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B0AIU3 1DF EPUCAl?ION^(Ap|)Oi|ited) 

Frede.ricJc K. Schoenbrodti Ppesidbnt 
James Pfefferkbrn# Viae V^esident 
Hdbrvfey D. Bropkins - . 
Mrs* David Buswell. „ 
Mrs* David A. Reeder 

M. Thomas Goedeke/ Sup&rintendent b.f Sahoote 
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HOWARD CQIJ^JTY J' . , " 

•TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A. COHHUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION, ' *" ■ 


(2) 

' HEDIAN ' 
1=AHILY 
INCOH€ 


t3) 

PERCENT 
^ISADVA>4TAGED > 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 




$X39 472 


>1.6 - • 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
, HALES 25 YEARS 
„ ^ OF AGE OR OLDER 
(HEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
F^H^^LES 25 YfeARS 
OF AGg OR OLDER 
(HEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


' 12.4 . 


12.3 ' 



I. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF ^EPTEHlERt 1973) 



(6) 


(7) 


it) \ 


(9) 


(10) ^ 




TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLHENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER, 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 

YEARS • 

ADHINISTRATOR 

. EXPERIENCE 
• • 




2lf977 


$10 » 833 


$18 t 108 


^ 7.6* 


17.2 





(IX) 

PERCENT STAFF • 
MASTERS DEGREES' 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHObL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT^ 
AVG* DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


2Q«5 


19.b 


94.6 



C. FINAN£1^ CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-^1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 

COST 


(15)^ 

^ Ver pupil 
instructional 

COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPEN$ES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 
P^R PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE , 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$1»057«09 




^ 75»0 


" — — ^ — — 

$23*56 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
^ADMINISTRATION 
^CENTRAL OFFICE)- 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO - 
PUPIL PERSONNEL , 
SERVICES 


2.2 


>6#75 


0.6 



i 



*SEE APPENDIX A f^OR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN T^IS TABLE* 
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HOWARD COUNTY.. 

. ' ■ « ■ « 

TABLE. 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY tAVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
' BY SKILL AREAS , 



SKILL 
~ AREAS 



•GRADE 



(2) 



NUMIER^-OF ' 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 



(3)- 



PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 



(4) 



NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 



(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD* 
AaE 
SCORE 
(SAS)t » 



(6) 



STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 



(7) 

r 

AVERAGE 
* * GRADE 
EQ\JIVALENCc 
(GE)tt/ 



(8) 



STANDTARD 
DEVIATION"" 
(SD) 



(1) 



VJDCAIIULMIY 



162 ft . 



100.00 



23 



•107,6 



16,66 



4,10 



1794 



100,00, 



20 



106.8 



15.59 



5.93 



1703 



9 \ 



. 100. OJD 



10 



105.8 



14.35 



7.60 



1664 



90.56 



106.5 



16.27 



9.25 



1.21 



1.56 



1.77 



1.99 



(21 



READING 
COMPRE-- 



1628 



1794- 



^ 7 



1793 



1664 



100., op 



23 



107. 6 



16.66 



4.15 



100.00 



23 



106.8 



15.59 



5.89 , 



100.00 



10 



105.8 



1^.35 . t 



7.53 



90.56 



106.5 



16.27 



9.15 



1.35 



1.53 



1.66 



1.8V 



(3) 



SPELLING 



1628 



.^100.00 



23 



107.6 



1794 ^ 



100.00 



23 . 



106.8 



1703 



loo-. 00 



10 



105.8 



1664 



. 90.56. 



106.S 



16.66 



4.64 



f 15,59 



14.35 



16.27 



6.12 



7.58 



9.13 



1#37 



. 1.71 



2.04 



2.23 



(4) 



CAPITAL- 
IZATION o 



1628 



100.00 



23 



107.6 



16.66 



4.39 



1794 



100.00 



23 



106.8 



15.59 



6.08 



It j)3 



100.00, 



10 



105.8 



14*35 



7.63 



1664 



^0.56 



106.5 



16^27 



9.19 



1.32 



1.71 



1.96 



2.26 



(5) 



PUNCTUATION 



1628 



100 <^0 



23 



jl0^7.6 



16.66 



4.53 



1794 



100.00 



23 



106. r 



15.1j9 



6.01' 



1703 



100. od 



10 



10548. 



I4.dl5 



7.47 



1664 



90.56 



6 



.106.5 



16.27 



9/07 



1.46 



1.68 



2.01 



F.26 



AS OF 9/30/73^» AUJUSTED no ^INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASHES ^ 
*♦ NUMIER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY** NUMIER ENROLLED 9/30/73,*EXPRESSE^ AS A . PERCENTAGE. 

FOR EACH SKiU AREA. Z^" . , 



HOWARD COUNTY 

TABLE 2. 



NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
^ BY SKILL .AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS . 


(1) 

Grade 


NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED * 


(3) . 

PETlCENT OF 
STUDENTS, 
TESTED 


(4) 

NUMBER OF ' 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
• AVERAGE 
StANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE . 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE) 


(0) ^ . 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION ^ 
(SD) 


(6) 

o 


3 


1628 


100.00 


23 


107.6 


"16 .'66 


4 

4.29 


1*42 


LANGUAGE 
USAGE 


5 


1794 


100.00 


23 


106. a 


15.59 


•6*12 • 


1*73 


7 


1703 


100,00 


10 


io5te 


14.35 


7*50 


2.03 






1664 


90.56 




106.5 ' 


16.2T 


9.01 


2*24 


m : 


1 ' 3 


3.620 


100.00 


23 


107.6 


s 16*66 


4.46 


: i^at5 


LANGUAGE 
tOTAL 


5 • 


1794 


100.00 


23 


106.6 


15.59 


6*01 


1*53 


7 


1703 


'lOO.QO 




1 

105. t 


X4.35 


7*57 


1*77 




9 


1664 


90.56 


6 


106.5 


] 16.27 


9*12 


^ 2*03 


it) 


3 • 


16 2> 


100.00 


23 


107.6 


16.66 


4*04 


uo% 


MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 


5 


1794 


IQO^^OO 


23 


< 106.0 ' 


15.59 


*6*15 


1*40 


7 


1703 


100.00 


. 10 


105*6 


14*35 


' . 7*75 


1*67 




9 


1664 


90^6 


6 


106.5 

a 


16*27 


9*28 


1.97 




3 


1620 ' 


ado.oo 


■ 23 


107.6 


16.66 


3*90 


•A 

1*11' 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 


5 


ii794 


100.00 


# 23 


106.0 


15*59 


5*78 


i^.36 




7 


1703 ; 


100.00 


10 
« 


1 105.1 


14*35 


7*48 ^ 


1*59 




9 


1664 


90«56 


6 




16.27 


8*92 


1*88 

* 


(10)- 


3 


1621 


100.00 


23 


107.6 ^ 


16*66 


. 3*97 


4 

. 1*01 


matheVjattcal 

TOTAL 


5 


1794 


100.00 


f 

23 


106 »l 


15*59* 


5*96 


1*34 




1703 


100.00 


10 


105.0 


14*35 


7*62 


1.54 


a 


9 


1664 


90.56 


6 


^ 106*5 


16*27 


9*10 


1*82 



♦ AS OP 9/30/73 f ADjySTEO TO INCUUB6 NONGRADEB-CUASSES. ' • , 

NOHBER STOBENTS TESTEB SCRINCi 197* BI VI BEB «Y NUMBER ENROUEB 9/30/73, EXCRESSEB AS A/ERCEHTACE. 

♦ STANBARB age score (SAS) BERlVeU F»OH COCNikvE AltUITieS TEST, NONVERBAL IIATTERY,. FORM 1, 1971 EBITION. 
THE MEANS MR THE NATION:A1,^NORM fiROUP FOR fiRABES 3, 5, 7, AN» 9 ARE 100 1 NATIONAL SB - 16. 

+t SRABE EQUIVALENCE (OElQs^VEJ "0" 'S"* ^"I'lS!; ?25iSJ5i^fe?i S"?" I V"ri°"vARyiNGlLir.HTLY^"^ 
NATIONAL jioRH GROUf FOITCRABES 3, 5, 7, ANB 9 ARE APPROXIHATELY 3*7, S»7, 7.7, 9.*, VARYINO SWIPHTLY 

FOR EACH SKILL AREA. ' , ' 



uc 
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KENT COUNT 




BOARD OF EDUCATION (ApRpirited) 

Robert F, Irwin, pjcep-Cdent ' . 

Mrs. M. 'Margaret. Dickergon, Viae Vvee-ident • . 

R. Benson DuVall j 
Gicover .C. Freeman ' 
Wallace D. Miller 

.4. • . 

RichSid L. poller. Superintendent of Sohoote 
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tit 

KENT COUNTY . 

TABLE 1. CDMMUNITY^An1>- PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFJLE* 



A. COHHUNITY CHiHACTERlSTteS 





11) 


(2) 


t3) 




TOTAL 
POPULATION^ 


MEDIAN 
PAMILY 
INCOME 


PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED * 
SCHOOL AGE CHXtDREN 


• 




S7t636 


30.0 , 



(^) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS - 
OF AGE OR OLDER* 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS^ 


' EDUCATIpiNAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) ^ 


'10 ,0 


11*1 

1 * SI — -— 



6 



1. - SCHOOL 'CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMIIR, 19^3) 





(6) ' 


UI) 


UI 




(10) 




TOTAL . 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
• SAURf 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR. 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 

TEACHING - 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 




3ffS15 


$9f501 


$15f955 


9.3 


lti9 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(<r3) 

Percent 

AVG» DMLY 
ATTENDANCE . 


>4.2 


ll«5 


93,0 



C. I^INANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS tPOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



Ml 


- (14) 


(15) 


(U) 


il7) 


* 


TOTAL 
PER PUPlt 

COST 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIOHAL 
COSTS 


PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED to 
INSTRUCTION 


MR PUPIL 
AtrilNISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) - 
COSTS 




$973,33 


$694«00 


7l4l 


121.24 



:^ 1 

(11) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 

PER PUP41 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 1 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTtl«fi TQ 
PUPIL PER^NNEL 
SERVICES 


2*2 


110.52 


1.1- 



♦SEE. APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TAlL'i. 
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KENT COUNTY 
■ ' ■ ■ TABLE 2, 



HO^\/ER^i<C/^Lim-:m STANDARD AGE SCORE). 

AND ACADEMIC ^^EVEMENWliRADE EQUIVALENCE) t. 

BY SKILL Areas 



SICILL^ 
AREAS 


(1) 

GRADE 


■ (2) 

NUMKER OF. 
.STUDENTS 
ENROLLED* 


C3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED^ 


. ' (5) 

AVERAGE 
STAND'ARD 
AGE • 
SCORE ^ 
<SAS)t ' 


16) ' 

: ST^^NDAfU 

DEVIATION' 
(^If) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALBNCc 
tGE)++ 


/ (8) . 

-STANDARD . 
DEVIATION 
(SP) - 


(1) 
VOCABULARY 


■ 3 • ■ \ 


* 259 ^ 


92.28 


5 - 


'96.5 


' 16%6;4 


;4.qo ' 


1.12. 


■ . 5 ' 


. 316 


■ ■ 9^»25 


3 


99.1 


16.11 


;. 5.37 


' 1.54 ■ 




312 - > 


/ ; 96.47 \^ * 


3. ■ 


95,2. 


15.99 . 


y 7.73 


1.74 


9 . 


•331:* ' 


78.^^5 . , 


• 1 ' 


'99.0.: 


i5.-61 


-8.84 


2.05. 


XZ) 

R.&AI)ING. 
5OMRRE- 
■^^fei^ION 


• 3. 




92*.28 • 


5. 


■96*5 . 


16.64- - 




1.20 


•5 ■ ' •' 




95.25" • 


3 . 


99.1 


16.11 




1.34 . 


7' ■ 


3ia " 


96.47 


3 


95.2 


15.99 - 


■■7.34 


.1*46 


9 


■ . 33.1 


78.55. • 




. • 99.0 ,■ 


15,61, 


a. 3'^ 


1.76 


. SPELLING 


3 * 


259 


92.i|B 




96^5. : . 


16.64 : 




1.22 


5 


"3*16 


95.25 


3 ■ ■. . 




■ 16.11 " 


^ ,5.8d 


• 1.62 






* ; 96.47 


"3 




J' * ; 


■ 8.5)4 


or. 78' . 






-jv 78.55 


. ■■■■ , 


9.«lti0\; v.; 


. '15 .- 61 


8.# • 


2.^^06 


(4r^^ ■■ 
CAP1TAL- 
IZATI0N 


.3 : 


: '.^^&9p-^'*^/ 


y^'- 0. '■/ 

92.28. 


' 5.; ■ 


i^ '- -96^5 


.a '- , 
" 16.64" X ■ 




.1.26 




, ' 316 


t^'5.25 


'.;->^- 3 


■ -^159^1 , " 


i6.il- 


^ , .6.3/2. ; V 


lr:62 ' 


■V- 


31^" 


96.4-7 




■ ■■:^95-i2;:'= 


^ 15^.9,9 


8.3^ 


1*82 


■;■ — ■- ^ 


331 


78;55 * V . 


-* ' .1 


; 99.0- ' ' - 


15;,. 61. 


8.58 


♦ 2.26 


(5) • ' 

^ r 




■ ^. r ■ 
259 


92.^8^^y.V'■ 




\ 96'i(5 -■ 


^16^.64 


,.4^80 " . ; 


1.33 ' 


5 • .J . 


• ^16 : I 


- ,95.25 . ^ 


3' , 


. 99. i-'^-'"' ■■>■ 


16.11 


5.78 


' 1.59 




312 ; 


^96i47 


(■ ■ . 

■ . '3 




15.99 


7.92 


1.75^ ' 


-r. — r-s?r. 

■■' 


-.>r«'^^ 331^ 


78.55 . 


M 


99.0 • 


V 15.61 


. '^8;54 ' 


2.27 



PERCENTAGE. 



♦ •^S OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLA,SSES* ;v *. J;. 

** NUMBER Students XE^TEI^ Spring . i974: iivij)ED number ENRq)J:ED'^/30>^|^|il^^ as a 

t standard' fei slioRE (Va^V DERIVED FRort'^COGNITlVE .ABILITIES ' TES't, NGNi/ERtX&^t^tTERY, FOBM^ 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR TME NATIONAL NORM GRO.UP FOR GRADE'S 3, 5, 7, AN^D 9 ARE lOQi NATIONAL, S^ • 16. . 

+t GRADE EOUIVAtEN'Cl ifeE) D lOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION.'. THE MEANS IN THE 

NATIONAL .NORM GROU^F^ GRADES 3. 5. 7. AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7. 5.7, 7.7^.AND 9;4:t..VARYING SLIGHTLY 



NATIONAL 
, FOR eACH SKI,liL AREA. 



KENT COUNTY 

TABLE 2 i 



NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD' AGE SGORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUI VALENCE)* 
• BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) - 



SKILL 
AREAS 


{jif 
GRADE 


. (2) 

NUMBcK Or » 

STUDENTS ^ 
ENROLLED ^ 


: • i 3 ) 

PcKCcNT Or 
.STUDENTS 
TESTED ?V* 


(4) 

NUMBER Or 

Lrf^CHOOLS 
£ JESTED ■ 


•( S ) 
AVERAGE : 
STANDARD' 
AGE 
SCORE . 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

^ - 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SDi 


. (7) ' ' 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE) 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
• (SDI 




3 


. 259 * 


92.28 


5 ' 


96.5 


: 16,64 


4,04 


1.36 


LANGUAGE 
/ USAGe 


5 


316 


95.25 , 


V 3 


99,1 


16.11 


5,34 


1,71 




> 7 


312 


96.47 


3 


95.2 




7,88 


" 1,85 






331 


•78.55 


1 . 


.99.0 


• 15,61 


'^'8,4a: 


2,38 




• 3 


. -259 


92'* 2 8 


5 


96,5 


16,64 : ■ 


"4.45 


1*14 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL . 


5 


.316 


95.25 


• 3 


99.1. 


16,11 


5,76^- 


1,41^ 


• ' ^ - # 


, C7 


312 


96.47 


... .-^-S- 


•95.2. ' .0 


.15.99. . 


8,03 


i*5b • 




9 . 


331/ 


78.55 




99'.0 


15,61 \ 


8,62 


1*92 


(8) 


' '3; . 


2^9 •. 1 


9Z.28 


5 *. 


.96*5 


16,64 


3*85 * - 


*92'^; - 


MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 




316 


,95. 25' 


V C 


^ 99.1 


16,11 • 


5*45 : 


1,33 • '■ ' 






312;!.;" 


96.47 • 




9^.2 


15,99 - 


7*17 


1.46 




9 


• ,. 3'3l' . 


78.55 


1 


99.0 


.15*61 


8,50 


1,80 


(9) 




259 


■ 92.28 . 




96,5 


,16,64 ' 


3,73- ' 


,98 1„1 


MATHEffATICA;L 
PROBLEMS 




" -r. , 316 


95.25 


: 3 


.99,1 


16,11 


5,26 


1*26 




7 

.» 


3li ^ 


96.47 


• ," 3 . " 


95*2 


15,99 


7*27 


1.53 




9-,- 


- 331 


^8.55 / 


1 


99*0 


. 15,61 


8,58 


1,86 


(10)' 


\ .3 


259 


92.28, 


5 


96.5 * 


. '16*64 , 


3,79 


,89 


MATHEMATICAL 
TcrfAL • 




\ 316 


95.25. 


5 ; 


99,1 


* 16^11 


■ 5*36 


1.21 




7 


' 312 


96^4Y 


3 


95;2 


15*99 


■ H . - • , - * 
7.22 


1,38 




9.- . " • 


331 


; 78* 55 . , 


1 


99,0 


15*61 


; f 
8.55 


1,71 



> AS OF 9/30/73^' Adjusted TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CtiiSSES. ' - ■ 

NUMBER 5tUDENT$ TESTED SPRI^^p 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENRpLLED 9/36/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. 

f. STANDARD AGE SCORE ISAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEStr NONVeRBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 tDlTION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOK GRAVIES 3f 5, Ty AND 9 ARE lOOr NATIONAL SD * 16* 

,tf GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FOR*M 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS' IN THE 
: NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.T, 5*7, 7,T, 9*4, VARYING SLIGHTLY . 
FOR EACH SKtLL AREA. . : 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY 




BOARD OP EDUCATION (Elected) . 

Mrs. Harriet T. Bernstein, President 
Thomas S. Israelr^i^?^ PTesident , \ 
John S. Aird 
Mrs. Marilyn Allen 
Thomas B. Cook , \ 
James H. Daucfherty . v ' 

Rosemary Hilherg . 

Homer '0. ElsBrbad, Superintendent of Schools \^ 
Donild J.. Miedema/ deputy Superintendent ff 
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. ■ ' - ■ ■ ■ \ ... . ' ■ ^ . ■ ■ • _ ' *■ -\ 

• . ■ • * . . * • '-^ ' ■ '. • . • ■ - 

, ■ ■ " *■ - ■ y ' ' ■ . ■ '. '■ ' . • . * •. • ' 

MONTGOMERY CaUNTY * ^ , . 

. TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PDBLIC ^SCHOOL RESOURCES PR^ 



a; COHMUNltY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
, POPULATION 


- (2) , 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 


. (3) 

PERtJENT 
1)ISADVARTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


52Zf809 


416 f 710 


5.7 



(4) ^ . 

. .EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25' YEARS 
OF AGE OR 0l,DE8 
^ (MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) ■ * 


(5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FBMALES 25 Y5ARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER - 
/ (MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)- . ^ 


. 15.0 


12.8 ' 



B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



. (6) 


(7) 




(9) . 


y (10) 


TOTAL. 
- SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 

V.' 


-AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
. TEACHING » 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 

' Administrator 
experience 


126,177 


. $13>389 


$24f29t 


10.9 


20.8 ; 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES ^' 
OR ABOVE ^' 


. (12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
f*UPIL/STAFF ^ 
RATIO 


(13) 

• PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


37.8 * ' 


18.3 


94.1 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) ^ 





114) 


(15) : ' 


(16) 


ii7) 




TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


PERCENT . . 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


PER PUPIL 
- ADMINISTRATIVE 
((:ENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 




lit 327.63 


i978.i2 


• 73.9 


' $45.85 . V J 



. . (18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


.(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


3.4 

4. ■ 


$18.91 


1.4 



*S6E APPENDIX A FOR J)EFjNlTION OF tERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE, 

ERIC 



V 



I MdNTGOMERrtCGUNTY 
' ' TABLE 2. 



„„.WERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARB AGE SCORE) 
ANDV ACAMMI C ACH I ELEMENT ( GRADE EQUI VALENCE ) > 
BY SKILL AREAS -f.^ ' ■ ^ . 



\ ■ — r 

- y ■ '-x ■ 
\ • 

fKILL V 
• ♦ AR6AS • 


GRADE 


(2^ 

' NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS^ , 

eNRoue,:)* 


. - '.V 

PERCENT .UF 
STUDENTS 
• TESTED**. 


. (.41 

NUMBER OF' 
SCHOOLS . 
TESTED ' 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
• STANDARD 
AGE, 
SCORE 
(SASJt 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVUTION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAG£ • 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCc 
(GEI++ 


r (8) 

.STANDAjRD 
DEVIATION 
ISD) 


» ■ ■ ■.■1- ■ ' ' 

(1) V . . 


a 


8899 


— - 

'98,4i. / 




106.2 


15,80 


4i05 / 


j ^•'^^ . - 


\'\:'': -li 




9632 


99.44 , 


138 


;. ^^^09.5 


"14,73 


6.06 


1*53': •: - 


■ VOCfigtARY 






' 97. la 


31 


108.2 


15,23 . 


a 

7.92^ 


iJai' 






10300 


, 95.57 * V 




110.4 


I6;i9 


9.71 








8899 


98.52 


141 


108.2 


15,80" . 


4.09 


:i.3o 




5' 


— n 9632 - • 


, 99,50 


138 


109.5 - 


14.73 


5.99\ 


1.53 


'.i VCdMPRE-' 


7 


■ lOlOZ 


97i29;^'' ■ 


31=' 


108.2 

r-H 


^ 

15.23 


i 7^84 


. ,1*72 






10300 


95.69 ^ ' 




■ , 110.4 


1 

16.19 


"• . ■ ■ ■ 
9..52 


^Ai>3 


\ \ ' 




3' 


^899 


98.58 


141' • 


108.2 


15.80 ; 


4.46 • 


1.36 - 




5, 


9632 


99.28 


•138* 


J • 

109.5 . 


14,73 


> 

6^08 . 


1>73 


Y\ ^ 


< 

7 


, 10102 


96.38 




iae.2 


' 15*23 


7.77 


2^,09 


• ■ V\^' 
- \ V \ 


9 . 


' 10300 


94.69 

. * 


' ■33 • 


110;4 


16.19 


9,28 


2,22 






8899 » 


98.47 , 


^141 


108.2 


• 15,80 
_ 1— 


4*36 ' 


1,29: 


CAPtTAL- \ 
IZATION \ 


■ \ 


5 


9632 


99.30 


^ 138 


109.5 


14.73 


6.14 


1,70 


'J ^ 


10102 


96.^ 




108.2 ' 


15.23 


'7.^6 


' 2,05 




\- 


10300 


95.10 


33 


110,4 


16.19 


9.65 * 


2,22 


! ..si o 

i 


• \ ^ 


; 8899 


98.49 . 


141 


108.2 


15.80 . 


4.'48 


i.43 


t . ■■ 

( PUNCtUATION 

1 » . : 

i 


V 


9632 . 


99.28 


" 138 


109.5 


14.73 


6«10 


1.66 


' \ J- — * 

* n 7 


n 

10102, 


96.48 ^ 




108,2 


15,23 


7,78 


^•07 


1 


9 


10300 


95.26 


33 


110,4 


16,19 


9.41 


2.22 



* AS OF 9/30/73| ADJUSTED TO XNCLUDE NONCMDED CLA'SSESi 

*♦ NUMBER STUDENTS TfeStED SPR?NCr 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER^ ENROLLED 9/3b/73/ EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGEi 

^ f STANDARD ACE SCORE (SAS) J)ERlVED FROM COGNITIVE ABiLITIES TESti NONVERBAL BATTERY » F^^^ Wl .EDITION* 
. THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, ^, 7, AND 9 ARE lOOf NATIONAL SD « 16, 

EOUIVALCNCE (GE) DERIVED FROM lOHA TESTS OF DASIC SKILLSi FORM 5* 1971 EDITION. THE Hf^N^ IN THE^ 
: ^ NATIdNAL nKw 3, 5. 7. AND 9 AR6 APPROXrHAJELY 3.7, 5.t, t.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLV 

•FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD A$E, SCORE) 
' •• ' AND ACADEMIC ACfHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVA|.ENCE) , 

. BY. SKILL AREAS ..'(CONTINUED] 



• SKI.LL 


in 

GRAPE 


• . 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS • 
"ENROLLED * 


PERCENT. OF 
^ STUDENTS 
•tESTED *♦ 


(4) 

■ NUMBER 0> 

SCHOOLS 
. TpSiED 


AVERAGE 
STAfiPARO , 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) f 


' <6) 

STANDARD 

D£VUT)(aN 


AveM 

GRAt) 
6QUIVAL-C 
(GE? 


rE. 

icE 

++ 


J8)' 

STANDARD 
PEVIATION 
(SD) 


UNGUAGE 

; .;USACE 

■•■•>'*. 


•3 .. 


Q899 .. 


98tli ' ^ 


— ■ ■ ', ' * " — — ; 

141 


108 « 2 


15.80 


> 

■ 




3 


1.39' 


• 5 


9632 


99*26 


* 138 , 


109.5 


14.73 


6*2 


L: 


1.71 


— - . V 
7*- 




9^6*46 


31 


108.2 


1(5*23 


7.$ 


3 


2.06 


:* 9 "' . 




.QIC xi0 




lip.«4 


^ J|Cf.<U7 


9.5 


0 


2*19 


"-" ^- ■ _ ■ . . . * 

■Language 

, TOtAU 


3 ' 




oil 00 






15.80 


' ^.40 * 


/^i*21 




9632 . 


99 #13 


138 ^ 


• * 

1 no R 




6.15 




- t ■■ - 


• -. ' . * 
IOIO2 


' 96 • 26 


31 


k>. 108.2 ' 


. •¥^*43 


. t*87: 




- 9 


1Q300 


94*75 


33 


« 

M 1 n A. 
110.^ 


16.19 


'■'1 B 

t 

: "^-^ ■ ,: 


bi on 


...la / 

MATHEHATItAL . 
-CONCEPTS 


■ 3" ■ ' 


8899 


98.82 


v> -i4i;'. 


■ ■ ■ \ 

108.2 ^ 


15.80 ■ 


4^^03 

•• . t 


1.00 


'5 


. 9632 


, 99*52 


138 


109.* ' 


14.73 

' - iL. 


6|27 


. ,1'. A9 ■ ■ 


-- ■ — 
7 

V 


— \ ^' 


. 96*32 


31 


108.2 


15.23 




8. 19. 


ii74 




10300 


94 •'^6 


33 


110.4 -^'^ 


■ 16#19 




f.84, ^ ■ 


1.88 


MATHEMATICAU 
PROBLEMS 

.» 

\ 


■ >. 3" ' 


8899 


, 98i73 . 


,141 




15.80 




5f99 


1.07 


5 


9632 


99.52 


138 


109.5 


14.73 


•5.^7' 


1.37 


7 


loxoa 


96*39 




108.2 


15.23 " 


7.di 


1.66 


9 


10300 


95.06 


• 33*^ 


110.4 


16.19 


9.35; 


1*86 


* 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAt 


3 


8899 y 


98*67 


• 

• 141 


108*2 , 


15.80 


4^04 


.98 




9632 ' 


99.50 


■ . ■. ft . 
.138 


109*5' 


14*73 


^'*15. 


1.3<i 


T 


10102 


96.25 , 


31 


108.2 


15.23 


8^02 


1*61 


9 


10306 - 


94.86 




iSoIf4 


16*19.. 


9.62. t 


li77 




* AS OF 9/30/73t ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASS ESi^ i' - 

NUHBE^i STUDENTS TEST&P SPRING* 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENRpLtfi? 9/3oV73, EXPRESSEP AS A PERCENTAGE; 

f STANDARD AGE SCHnjc (SAS) DERIVED' FROM COGNITIVE All LITUS^fsiKNONVERBAL lATTERYt FORM 1,^1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR TH& NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR. GRADES 3» 5f 7,^'AN* 9#'ARE.lp0f NATIONAL SD « 16.^' *. 

ft CRApe EOUlVALENCe (C6) DERIVEP FROM IOWA TESTS OF .BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, * 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES ^, 5# 7y AND 9 ARE .APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5*7, 7.7, 9.4# VARYING SLIGHTLY . . 
' FOR EACH SKILL AREA. V 



.. BOARD OF EDtJCATION ' (Appato ;* V 

Mr..^ Chester E/ Whititig, Chairman 
^ Mr% desse J, Wf.rr, Jr./ Viae Chairman ' 
V Mrs. Kathleen M. Barker * 
Mrv Niqholas Eny ^ 
Mr, A. James Gpiato " 
Mrs., Lesley. Kreimer ~ / v. ^ .... 

. Mrs /Sue Mills' 
* Mr.. Ijfbnnan H. Sau^iders ' ■ ^ 
Mrs> Maureen K. ;Stexnecke 

' Carl Hassel, Superihtendent of Sohodts 
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PRINCE <;E0RGE'S COUIitY ' 

. TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESQUR.CES P^ROFlLE* 

■•• 

f . • ■ .'^ " ^ • " ■ ■ 



A, COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTlfCS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
PDPULATIDN 


(2) 

, MEDIAN- 
EAMI4.Y 
INCDME 


PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHDDL AGE CHILDREN ^ 


1^60 f 564 


$12f450 





" (4) . ^ 

EDUCATIDNAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
DF AGE DR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCWDDL YEARS) 


, (5) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDI^ SCHOOL YEARS) 


12.6 


I2.4O ■ , ■■■'^ ■ 



B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPT£MBERf 1973) ' ■ ■ * 



(6) 

' TOTAL 
SCHOOL , 
ENROLLMENT 

* . ^ . - ^■ 


(71 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
■ SALARY ''4 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 1 (V • 


n~ 

ii ' (95. . ' , 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
• TEACHING 
EXPERIENGE.V. 


(^0) 

" AVERAGE 
1 ' . fEARS 
VADMINISTRATOR 
^PERIENCE 


154^496 


$11,»023 


$22fl38 /1. 
' — — — ' 




9.1 V 


19.7 ■ 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
^ OR ABOVE 


. (12) 

.SCHOOL LEVEL 
• PUPIL/STAFF 

ay 10 


(13) J 

PEROEfJr 
*AVG. DAILY- 
ATTE^DANce ^ 


2A.1 


19.8 • 

' 0 — . 


92.4 

» 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(i4) 

TOTAL 
, PER RUPIL 
COST 


(15) 

PER PUPIL 
V INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(1-6) 

, „ PERCENT 
^PENSES^^ 
ALLOTTED TO 
• / ' INSTRUCTION 


;^ ' (17) 

PER PUPIL ' 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) . 
C0ST5 


ilfOOO.Oa . 


i757.72 


75.8 


i25.p8 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPANSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
•^ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(1^) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL EERSON- 
NEL SERVICES * 
COSTS 


1 ' ' ■ ^ ^ 

"(20) ^ . 

PERCENT Eil^PENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
, PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


. .2.5 


$6.30 


Q#6 ' 



S6E />PtW5iX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED JN THIS TABLE* ' 



PRINCE^ GEORGE'' S COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY. (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
. - AND ACADENTIC. ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE 6QUI.VALENCE) , 

BY SKILL AREAS " 



sKat 

AREA'S 


^ (X) 
CRADE • . 


NUMBER OP 
STUDENTS . ' 
ENROLLE^j* ^ 


13) 

PERCENT OF 
SVUfiENtS 
•RESTED** . 


\ 

(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


V (5) 

\ AVEBAGE,^ 

\standard 
Xage 

• ' SpORE 
\%A%\i 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
CRADE 
EQUIVALENCc 
{GE)+t 


16) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
<SD) 




3 


12165 


'\ , 94.48 


-s* ^ ■ 

159 , 


98. t 


ltf^l5 


3*51 


1.16 . 




■ 5 : 


i i 

12949 


95.45 


159 


^9.1 


16.67 


/.5.21 


1.5I 


VUVM0VM 1 

# : 


7' 


13205 / 


01.3^^/' 






103.4 


, 17*33 


6.87 


1*96 . 






12343. 


rie^.p9 


41 • 


101.2 ' ' 


• 17.29 


8.51 


2*08 






12165 


95.17 


• 159 


r 


' ■ ■. 

}, 98.7' 


16.15 


3.55 


1*27' 


• READING 


5 


12949 


95.64 


159 


9.9.1 


16.67 


5.34 


1*56 


.vunr i\ b 

. HENSION 


'\ . : 7 


f 13205 


91,48 


41 


103.4 


i 17.33 


6.94 . ^ 
— 


1.90 




* ' ' . 9 ■' 


>2343 


900^2 ' 


41 


101.2 


.17.29 


8.14 

,■ 


' 2.16^ 




/ \ ■ 
\ . 3 


12165 


' 94.29 


159 


. 98.7 


'l6.15. 


4.02 ' 


1.44 


SPELLING ' 




li^94i9 


95i42 


159 




99.1 


. 16.67 


5.41 


1.71 




7 


13265 


91.14 


>1 


. 103.4 


17.33 


.6.88 


2.16 




> '. •■■ 


12343 


e.7.01 


. 41 


■ 101.2 


^ 17*29 


ft. 39 


2 .37 




r ! \ 
t ■ 3 \ 


12165 


9^.33 


159 


, - 98.7 


16.15 ^ 


3.67 


1.31 


CAPITAL- 


— : — , — ^ 

5 


12^49 


\95.46 . 


•15? 


99*1 


' *t6.67 



5*11 


1*64 


rZATION 


\r^, 

' 1 


, 13i205^ / 


90.61 ■ 


41 


'l03.4 


: 17.3J 


6.80 


2.01 . 






123^3 


86.28 


%1 


101.2 


•17.29 


6.34 


2.37 






12165 


93.88 


?^;159- 


98.7 . 


16*15 


3.77 


1*42 


i 




12949 


95.34 


159 


99.1 


16.67 


5*19 . 


1.64 


J fiUNCTUATtON 




13205 


90^.12 


41 ^ 


103.4 * 


17.33 


6*67 


2.01 


4 




12343 


85^64 


'4l/' 


101.2 


17*29 


' 8.15 


2^36 



♦ AS bF 9/30/73 > Ui) Just ED TO^ INCLUDE NONGRA^ \ , • 

NUMBER $TUDENtS T^StVd SPKINC, 1974 DIVIDED BY.NUMBER ENRt^I-LED 9/30/73. EXPRESSED A$ A PERCEI^TACE. 

* F0| EACH SK iU(. ARS*.-' ^ . . » 



ERIC /. 
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PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY 



I 



TABIE '2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE" SCORE f 
AN? ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE) t 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 

/ 

GRADE 


(2) 

. NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED * 


(3.) 

PERCENT' OP 
STUpENTS 
f ESTED 


<4J 

NUM^EHi OF 
SCHOOLS 
■ TESTED ^ 


(5) " 
AVEKAGE * 
STANDARD 
, AGE 
SCORE 
.u «SAS) ^ 


(6 J 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION * 
(SDJ 


• .( 7 ) 

AVER'AGE • 
GRADE • 
EQUIVALENCE 
{GE) +t 


I (8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


16) 

LANGUAGE 
USAGE 

t 


3 




94*50 


' 159 


98.7 


16.15 » 


3,85 


1.34 


\ 

5 


129^9 ^ 


95.41 


159 


99.1 . 


16, 6t ' • 


5,55 


^ ' i*66 ' 


f 


. ■ 13205 


/ 90, 31 


41 


103.4 


17.33 


, 7,26 


2.02 


9 


12343 


66.^1 . 


. 41 


' 

' 101,2 


* 17. 2<? 


-8.53 


2,27^ 


(7) 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


3 


12165 


' ^1.90 


• 159 


. 98,7 
F » 


"16. 15 


3,86 


.1.20 


5 


12949 * 


94.07 


159 


99,1 


16.67 


5,34 


1,46 . 


7 


13Z05 


85.01 ^ 


41 


103,4 


17.33 


» 

6,97 




' 9 


12343 


77.30 \ 


41 ^ 


101,2 


V 17.29 


8,46 


. 2,03 


(8),. 

MATHEMATICAL'^ ' 
CONCEPTS 


' ■■ .3 


12165 


94.80 


159 


98', 7 


16*15'^ 


3,60 


1*01 . 


■ S 


i 

12949 


95.41' 


159 


99,1 


16.67 ' 


5,53 


1,45 - 




13205 


■^•9^.76 


J '. 

41' 


103,4 


1^.33 


^ 7.31 


1,80 ^ 


9 


12343 


81.90 


41 . 


101,2 • 


,17.29 . , 


' 8.81 


1.99 


^ 11 

(9) 

MATHEMATICAL 
PAdlLEMS^ 

' c 


3 . 


, - 12165 


. ^ 94.48 


159 


9.0,7 


16.1^1., I 


3.56 


1,07 


V 

' 5 


12949 


95.34 


159 
« 


99,1 


16.67 


5.32 \, 


1^#34 


7 


13205 


92.06 




103,4 


17.33 


7.20 


1V75 


i :.. 

9 


1234^ 


87.45 


41 


101,'2 


17.29 


8,43 


"2,00 


MATHEMATICAL 
TttTAL 


3 


12165 


94,03* 


^159. 


► 98.7 


— ... 
16.15 


3t6at 


,9^ 


') 


12949 


95.06 


^159 


99,1 


16.67 ' 




^ 1,30 


7 


13205 


89.59 


»41 


i03,4 


* 17.33 




*'1.67 




9 


. 12^43 


. •4*81; 




■ 101.2 ^ 


17.29 


8.68 


• 1.'90 



♦AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRAD^D CLASSES # 



♦* NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974' DIVIDED NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, fiXPI^fSSED AS A PERCENTAGE, ^ 

f STANDARD AGE SCORE {SASlbERlVEDjFRdM COGN'KIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL UATTERY, "fORM 1, 1971 EDITION, 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM rtROUP'.FOR CRADES J, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE lOOi NATIONAL SD « 16, 

ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) pERlVED .FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS,' FORM. 5, 1971 EdItIOM, THE MPANS IN THE 
NATIONAL NOhM CROUP FOR GRADES 3r 5, 7, AND 9 AftE APPROXIMATELY 3,7, $,7> 7,7» 9,4, VAftvjNG SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 



ERLC 
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QUEEN ANNE/S COlifiTY- 




• ' BOARD OP EDUCATION (Appointed) ' 

Warren C. Butler r Jr# ^ Prea^<^^ni 
/ v Mrs. Elizabeth C. Draper, Vice SveBident 
'WilXiam M. D. poe * . - , 

dearies A. Scheits 
. Mrs. 'E. Willis Seward - 

■ ■■. * * *• 

John H. Webb, Sup grin tendant of Schools 

■ . \ ■ ■ . ■■• ■ 



1 * 



ERIC 
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QUEEN ANNE'S COUNTY , - - 

TAiLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROi=ILE* 



A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(X) 

TOfAL * 
^ POPULATION 


— r— ?j : 1 

• " ' < 2 ) ■ 

MEDIAN 
FAMILY ' 
INCOME , ^' : ' 


(3. 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - », 
SCHObL AGE CHILDREN 


1 18f422 


■ ' $ef2io 


29.^ 



SCHOOL CHARACTg^ISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER 1973) 



' PERCENT "^STAFF / 
MASTERS BeGRE^S 
OR ABOVE, 


' *^2) 

. SCHObL LEVR'L 
PUPlL/STAF|!i 
ftATJO 

» • 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG.. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


1,6.8 


; *ft.9 \ 


93.^ 



(;. ftNANCIAL 'CftAftACfERUriCS (i^OR 3*972-1973* SCHOOL Y^AR) 



PERCENT EXPENSES ' 
ALLOTTED TO - 
ADMlNlSTRATIOhl 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


'' .PEfCvPUPjL ' 
PUPtL iPERSON- 
NEL SERVICES - 
"COSTS 


/ (20) - 

* PERCENT EXPENSES 
• • ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL - 
SERVICES 


; ' 1*7- ■ 


>4.80 ' 


0.5 



1 ' : ■ ' — ^ 1 

(4) 


(5) 


r 


'educational level 


EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 




' MALES 25 YEARS 


FEMALES jZS.'YEARS 




OF AGE OR OLDER 


OF AGE OR OLDER 




(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)» , 


(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 




. 9.5 


10.6 


9 



(6) 


(7) 


(•*-; ^ ' 1 

(8) 


(9) 


• * (10) 


TOTAL 

SCHOOL 
ENRtOLbMENT . 


AVERACSE ' 

TEACHER 

SALARY 


X\/'£RAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 

. SALARY, 


AVERAGE 
. YEAR$ 
•^TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


Af65lL 


••i9i^51 


$16f82^ 


8.6 


19.9 



"t6tal 
pTisr pupil • 

. COST 


(15). -//V^' 

. PtR. PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


1 — ' * 

* (16) 
PERCENT. 
'EX^ENSE^S 
. ALLOTTED TO 
/ INSTJIUCTION 


♦ 

(17) 

PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$910*^2 ; :t;i'^^ 
^ — . — 1 




71.2 


il5«32 



^'V*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION. OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 

' 180 . ■ , . 

t , ' 3-68 ' ^ 



QUEEN ANNE'S COUNTY ' • . . 

TA-niP ? MDNVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
TABLE 2. ACJHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 

■ BY SKILL AREAS 



^ « ^ 

r ' 

SMU 
AREA5 


CRAD5- 


NUHL'tR OF 

5TUl*cNcl> 

ENR0LLE.1* 


(3) 

pi-RCENi or 

TESTED J-^- 


KjMBiin or 

AfeSTED 


(^) ^ 
AVi KAAr 
• MANtJARD 
ACC 
SCORfe 
IS ASM 


(6) 

STANDAHD 
DEVIATION 

fhT »WI» 

<SD) 


AVrRAG^ 
GRADE 
EQUIVAL*=NCt 


(6) 1 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
{SDJ 




3^ 


355 


95.77 


5 ■ 


98. 0 






^♦04 




5 ' 

« 


305 


^6.10 


5 


99.1 


15.39 


4.66 


1.50 


VOCABULARY 


7 


. 350 


97.71 


3 ^ 


99.3 


15.34 


6.n4 


1.71 


9 


370 


69.^6 


1 


97.1 


16.14 


6.1% 


5.07 


read: NO 

COMPPE- . 
MANSION 






95.77 


5 


' 96.0 


14.26 


3.33 


1.12 


5- 


; 3fi5 * * 


96«10 


5 


99.x 


15.39 


5.16 


1.44: 


7 


/ • - 
350 


97.71 


3 


99.3 ^ 


15.34 


6.78 


. 1.57 


r 


370 


69.46 


1 


97.1 


16.14 j 6.3^ 


1.92/. 


SPELLtNC 

.. ■ * 


3 


3%5 ^ 


.95.77 


5 


98. q 


14. ?6 


3.95 


T" — "yr; 

a«.33 


5 


305 


96.10 


5 


99.1 


15.39. 


. 5.3> 


i.62 ♦ 


7 


350 


97.71 


3 


99.3 


15.34 • 


6.95 


1.96 




370 


69.46 


' 1 


• 97.1 


16.14 


6.35 




(4) 

CAPITAU- 
iZATtpN 


3 


355 


95.77 


& 


« 

.96.0 


14.26 


3.64 


1.27 


5 


365' 


96.10 


r 


99.1 


15.39 


5.5i * 


1.51 


• 

7 


350 


^»7.71 


3 


99.3 


15*34 


7.15- 


1.99 


9 


370 


69. 4& 


:< 


97.1 


• 

16.14 


6.36 


2.39 


(5, 

PUNCTUATION 


3 V 


355 


95.77 


« 5 


96.0* ^ 


14.28 


4.02 


1*36 


" * r ^ ■ ' 

5 ' 


305 


96.10 


5 


99.1 


15*39 


5*42 


1*53. 


7 


350 


97*71 


3 


99.3 ^ 


15*34 




6*93 , 


1*94 


.9 ■ 


, 3t0f 


69.46 


1 


97.1 


16.14 


6.29 


2*40 







« AS OP «J/30/73* ADJUSTEJJ Ti) INCLUDE NCNGRADCD CLASSES, 

NUM«eR STUDENtS TE$TED SPRlNGi l»9/4 DIVIDED »Y NUMBER ENROLLED 9/39/73» EXJ'RESSGD AS A PERCENTAGE. ^ 

t STANDARD ACE SCOR« «\&AS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NaNV^RBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDIflGM.^ 
THE Mj-ANS pgr TME NAfftjNAL NORM CROUP FOR GRACES 3, 5i 7, AND 9 ARF 100| NATlONAt SD • 16. ^ 

ii GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GfJ DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASKC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN m 
JaYIOOAL NORM 0^^ FCR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE, APPROXTHATELY 3.7, 5*7, 7.7, -AND 0*4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
'for each SKtU AftEA. ' » ' ' 

, - . 121 
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QUEEN ANNE'S COUNTY 



.TA:BLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY J AVER AGErSTANDARDM^^^^^^^ 

AND ACADEMIC AGH I EVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENe^^^^ 
/ ' BY SKILL; 7\f^EAS {C0NTlf^UE>5) 





.y.GiftAiJe^- 


(2) 
« • 

J^UMBER OP 
STUvcNT5 
; - ENROLLED # 


■ / ; 

RERCENT OF 

, 5 T Ul/cN T 5 V 
TESTED 


WUMBER OP • 
TESTED 


AVcRAwt: 
STANDARD 
AGe ' 
5LURC 
(SAS) f 


(61 

; STANDARD 

($Dr 


(7) 

AVERAGE - 
GRADE 


STANDARD 
- tSD) ' 


• r J'* 
L:AN6UAGE 




355 


95.77 


■ / r 5- '• 


, ^0.0* 


^. 14»20 


" * \. ■ '. ■- 
3.39 . 


1.30- 




385 


. 9.6. a;6^ • 




■ <♦ 
9^.1 


, ' 15.39. 


5*15 




7 


350 


97.71 




99.3 


15>.34- 






9 


"370 


* 09.46 




97.1 ; 


16.14.. ;•■ 


0JO5 ' 


•■ • 2. • 


LANGUAGE v. 
TOTAL • - 




335 . ; 


95.77 


5 


• 91 id 


• • 14*20^/' 


3.00 


'^i-.iJ.;" 


• 5 . . 


- ^ \ 3^5- f\. 


■ 96.10 


.A 5 - ■ 


9»';^\. 


, ; • , ii.39 " 


• 5.35 


1.37 


7 


350 


97.71 




99.3 




6.97 • 


' 1.60 


■ 

• 9 

* * 


370 


09 #46 




97,1 


• 16.14 N , 




\ 2.10 


" 

it) 

t 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 

♦ 




355 


. 95.77 


5 ■ . 


"•-.90.0 


14. 2I 


3*46 




5 


315 


96.10^ 


^ 


99.1 


'15.3?^ 


5.32 


1#20 


7. , . 


330 


97^71 


.3 ' 

#. ■* 


99.3 


15.34 • . 


7.04 


1^55 


9 ' 


370 


" 09 .46 


■1 


97,1" 


i.'6^.14 


0.17 . 


> .■•■;-.^*t4 


ti A TliCli A ¥ ff f-A 1 

MATHcHAT ICAL 
I^MOILEMS ' 


3 " 


355- 


> 95.77 ' * 


. 5 


,9»>0 


i4«2e^ 


3.37 • 


■ 1.03 


5 •.• 


.305 


. *■ '96*10 ■ ' 


5 


99. 








■ .'7 . 


350 - , 


97.71 


\ 3 


^9.3' 


15.34 , 


.6.64 


1.50 


9 


370 

* * 


" 19 #46 ' 


1 


97«1 


16.14' 


#413 


1,95 . ^ 


mi' 

MATHCHATtCAL 
TOTAL 

, 0 ■ 


3 


355 


?5.77 


5 . • 


90.0 


14.20 

* * 


3.42 


. V.92 ' 

\ 


• 5 


315 


9«.10 V 




. '!^9#1 


. 15.39 


, 5,<21 


« 1«10 


7 


350 


^ f7i71 


3 >ix 


99r3 


' 15.34 




S«45 


9 * 


370 . 


^ . ^>.46 


1'. 


97.1 


16.14 




1#03 



* AS ffr*/30/73f ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONCAADED CLASSES* ^ 

N(>Mi0R STUDENtS TESTED 5»»/^IN6, ;i^974 DIVIDED 3V ?JUM)<£R ENROLUD 9/30/73, €X?RC$SEn AS A PERCENTAGE. , 

4f STANDARD ACE SCORE 1SAS) DERIVED FROM COfiWITIVe A3ltLlT!l$ WT# NONVERBAL BATT^RYV FORM'l, .WTHs'eDITION. 
THe KBANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR f.RADES 3f 5f7f AND 9 /Rfi IOOkNATIOML SD • *16. 

ft CRADe WiVALENCE «CE) DERIVED FROM lOWX TESTS Of BXstC $KI.LUSf FORM 5» i;971 EDITION.^ TH6 MEANS IrtjHE 
NATIONAL NORM CROU^ FOR GRACES 3, 5» 7r AND 9 ARE APPRPXIHATELV 3*7, 5.7» 7.7, 9*4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. ' ^ ^ 
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ST. MARY'S, COUNTY - 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES- PROFILE* 



A, COHHUNlTY CHARACTERISTICS 



TOTAL 

ti. POPOLATION . r 


MEDIAN 
FAMILY 
INCOME 


t3), 

PERCENT.: . 
DISADV^TAG£D - 
SCHOOL AGE CHtuDREN 




$8,267 - 


■ ^. ■ ' X 28,0 ■ • ' . 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


'(5) 

EDUCATIONAL* LeVeL . 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


X2.1 ' 


'~~ — — " — ' — u 

X2,X . ■ ■ 



B» SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS IAS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(XX) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE. 


/ (X2> ' ' : 

SCHOOL LEVEL : 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


. ■(X3) 
./PERCENT 

avg; daily 

ATTENDAtJCE 


15,7 ' 


20,6 


94.0 



C t F I N ANC I A L CHARACTER I STI C S (FOR X972'-X973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(18) 

. * PERCFNT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
:^ ADMINISTRATION 
^ (CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL .'SERVICES 
COSTS • 


(20) 

PERCENT^ EXPENSES 
. ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
.SERVICES 


:■ ■:2,-9' : ■ 


• $10.09 


■ ■I.2..: 



/ 



(6) 

TOTAL 
SC'HOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


(7) 

AVERAGE^ 
TEACHER 
SALARY . 
^— ^ — 


.J0) 

Average 
administrator^ 

SALARY 


• (9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
E)?PERIENCE 


(10) / 

^AVERAGE- 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
.V EXPEDIENCE 


' 12,027 


$9*404 


$15,370 


8.1 


' 18.2 



(14) 


(15) 


(1^) 


(17) * 




TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
' COSTS 


percent'^ 
expenses 

ALLOTTED to 
INSTRUCTION 


PER PUPIL 
; ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


f 


$829,96 ■ 


#576,98 ' 


69,6 / 


$23^0^ 





♦SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITI-ON OF. TERMS AND SOURCES OF-DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE* 
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/St.' MARY'S COUNTY 



TABLE I; NONVERBAL . ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE) , ' 

BY ;SKILL.;AREAS,. ' ' 



SKILL 
^ AREAS 


(1) 
GRADE ■ 


V NUMBER ^ ' 
• STUDENTS 
ENROLL^^* 


(3) 

',■ ' ■ -f'' . ■' 

PERC&NT OF' 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 

NUMBER- Of 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE. 
(SAS)+ 


(6) 

. STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SP) 


(7) ' 

' AVERAGE 
■ (SI^DE 
EOUIVALENCc 
(GE)tt 


, 18) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 


(1) 

• . IT-"' - 
yOCABULARY • 


■ ■ 3..- 


962 


- 9V;^8 


. 15 


98*7 


16.68 


3».29- 


.1-10 


* 


979 


98.26 . 


15 " 


100.3 ; 


. 16*43 


5.14 


' - 1. S9 


•-' 1 ■ 


'953 ^ ' 


-—; '• 1 \ 

93.91, 


4 ^ 


iOO.9 . 


- 16. 37 


6.47 


1.99 ^ 


; 9 ' ' , ■ ■ 


973 


85*30 


Z 


98.6 


15.96 


7*82 


2.11 


: READING 
COMPRE- 

, HENS row 


• 3, 


. 962 


99.79 


■ 15 


98.7 


16.68 


3.38 


1.25 


- 5 


979 


' . 98.37 


15 


100.3 


16.43 


. 5.26 ^ 


1.53 


. 7 


9^53 


96.22 


* 4 


. 100.9 


16.37 ' 


: #.75 


1.76 


9 


'973 


86.54 


. 2 


98.6 


, 15.96 


^ 8.01 


1.98 


■ ■ c 

f SPELLING 




962 


100.00 


15 


98.7 


. . ^ £"6.68 


3*76 * 


1.34 ' 


5 


979 - 


98.16 


15 


100.3 


: .11*43 


5.43' 


1.74 


■■■ 7 ' ■' 


953 


94.44. 


4 


100.9 




6.62'/"V,;;^: 


2.06 


9 


.973 , 


&^.17 


" 2 :,-•* 


, ; 98.6* 


15.96 


. 7.86 


2.4.2 ' 


(4 ) 

' CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


3 . 


962 


100.00 


15 


98^7 


16.68 


3.68 


1.27 


5 


979 


98.i^ 


■ i§- 


100.3 


16.43 : 


5.35 


1.56 


■ ■ 7 * ■■- 


953 . 


94.65 


* ' 4 


100.9 


16.^7 


6. 55 


1*99 


, . 9; • 


973 


83.97 


2 


98.6 


15.96 


7.83 


2»34 


(5) ^ 

\ ■ ■ ■ . '. 

PUNCTUATION 


3 


962 


1.00.00 


15. • 


. 98.7 


16.68 


3.7iB 


1.41 


5 


9t9 . 


90.06 


is 


100.3 * 


16.43 : 


5.38 


1.58 


t , 


953 


- 94.54 • 




100.9 


16,37 


. 6*54 


2.01 


- ■ : .9' ■ . . ■ 


973 r 


. 84.07 


2 


98.6 


15.96 


7.68 • 


2.29 



* AS dP.9/^b/73r' AI>^USteD TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CUSSES* r 
" ♦^^ KUI^Er STUDWS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED SY NUMBKR ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS > PERCENTAGE. 

• t StANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) BERIVED FROM COGfUTlVE ASIUTIES TESTi NOMVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, l^tl EPITIOM. . 
• THE MEANS FOft TKf NATIOi^AL NORM CROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7r AND 9 ARE 100| NATIONAL SD « 16. 

++ GRADE EOUIVALENCE rCEJ DERIVED FROM lOWA TEStS- OP BASIC SKILUS, FORM 5. 1971 EDITION,; THE f^gANS IN TME^ 

NATimKSrS^^^^^^ 3, 5, 7. AND 9 fRE APPROXlAATELy 3.7, 5,7, T.t, AND 9.4, VA^^YINO SLIGHTLY- r^ 

FOR EACH. SKILL AREA. ' ^ . v 
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ST* MARY'S GO UN TY 
TABLE 2. 



NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGfe STANDARB AGE SCORE) 
AND 'ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRAJJE EQUIVALENCE)* 
, BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



AREAS 


GRABE 


(2) ' . 

^ NUMBER OF 
STUBENTS ' 
ENRQLLEB * 


i3J 

* PERCE>jT OF- 
STUDENTS 
. TESTEB ^* 


^ NUMBER, OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTEB 


(5) 
AVERAGE , 
STAfiBARB 
A6e- - 
SCORE 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

STANBARJ) 
BEVIATION/ 
(SB) 


(7J 

AVERAGE ' 
. GRABE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GEJ tf 


(81 

STANBARB 
DEVIATION 

(SB) ^ 


(61 


-■ • -.3' • 


962 


100*4 00 


15 


98.7 


16.68 ^ 


3.64 


1.33 


' UANGgA6E ^ 
USAGE . 


5 


979 


98.26 


15 ' 


* 100.3, 


16 .43 


" 5*.27 


1.72 ' 




l-T -r- 

.7 : 


953 


95.38 


4 


100.9 


lb. 37 


6.69 . 


1.97 






97^3 ^ ' 


85.20 


■ ■;.'2 ' ' : , 


98.6 


15.96 


7.75 


2.28 


(7) 




962 


100.00 . 


15 


^'^ 98.7 


^ 16.68 


3.73 


1*18 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 

; " ■ 




979 ' 


98»47 




100.3 


16*43 


5.37 


1.45 


7. 


953 


95*80 


" 4' 


i'od.9 


16.37 


6.61 


1.74 






973 


86.74 


; .2 ; 


.98.6 , 


15*96 


7.7t 


^ '2.07 < 


(8) 




962 


lob.oo 


■ 15 


98. t 


16.68 


* ' 3.43 


*99 * . 


MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 




979 


97.75 , 


. ' 15 


100.3 


• 16.43 ' 


5*58 


.a. 37 , 




953 


93.3,8 


4 


' : 100.9 


16.37 


T.IO , 






9 


973 


- 83.97 




98.6, 


15.96 


: .^3i '1 


m. 1*^0 






962 


100.00 




,98.7 


16.68 


3.44 ^ 


1.07 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS • 


5 


979 


97.85 


15 


100.3 


16>43,. * 


5*32'* 


' 1.37 


* ■ -■ ■ • 


7 


953 


93.07 




ioo.9 


16. 3r 


6*76 


' 1*72 




9 


973 


83.97 




98.6 


15.96 


7.98 ' 


1*89 


— — -■ r— 

(101 


3 


962 


100«00 


15 


98.'7 


16*60 


3.46 


*96 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


979 


97.85 


15 


; 100.^' 


16*43 ' 


5.47 


1*27 


■t 


7 


953r 


93.18 


4 


100.9 


>6*37 


6*^8. 


1*57 


• .'■ . .1" 


9 


973 


84.07 


V 

2 


96.^- 


* 15.96 


8*15 


1*80 



♦ AS OF 9/30/73,,. ADJUSTED TO iNCLUBE NONORADEB CLASSES. • 

*■* NUMBER 5TUB6NTS. TESTEB SPRtNC, 1974 JJIVIBED BY NUM?<ER ENROLLED 9/30/73^ EXJ>rtESSED AS A PERCENTAtSE. 

+ STANbARD age score (SAS) BEftlVED FROM C0(5NtTlVE ABILITIES TEST* NONVERBAU JATTERY. FORM 1, 1971 EBITION. 
THE MEAfiS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRABES 3, 5, 7* AND ^ ARE 100» NAtiONAL SD « 16. 

■'"'*' 

ft GRADE EQUIVALE^fCE (GE)- DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS* FORM 5, 1971- EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE 
' NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3f 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7n, 9*4; VARVIN(J SLIGHtLy 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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SOMERSET ^IQUNTY ^ ^ • . : ? . , 

TABLE !• COMMUNITY AND i?|ijt^lC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*^'^ 




A. ' COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



^ • TOTAL 

POPULATION 


(2) 

-*^^MEi)^AN 
.FAMILY 
'^'INOOMS' • 


PERCENT^ . . 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


18 t 924 


151890 


. 45.6 



EDUCATIONAL LEVEJL' 
MALES 25 YEARS > 
OF AGE^OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


^ (5) " 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
FEMALES ' 2^ ^TEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


9.0 . ' 


• 9.6 



1. ^SCi^OOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973) 



(6) 


(7)'. 


(8) 


' ^ .<9) 


(10) 




rTOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY . 


average; 
administrator 

SALARY • 


AVERAGE • 
YEARS 
TEACHIN'G 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 




4»421 


* $8*777 


$12f058 


^•8 




> 



4 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES* 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPJL/STAFF 
' RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG« DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


ii»7 


' ?0i2 


94.0 



C,. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) ' 



tl4) 

TOTAL 
^ PER PUPIL 
CO^T 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
'COSTS 


4F 

PERCENT 
' EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
/INSTRUCTION 


PER PUPIL 

ADMINISTRATIVE - 
(CENTRAi. OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$818.52 


, $581.86 


71.2 


$22.34 



(18V . 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
ADMlNISTRATlbN 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS ' " 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


2.r 


$6.19 ; 


0.8 , 



•SEE APPENDiX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF IJATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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' stjMERSET cbUNTY 

: TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY. (AVERAGE- STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE)* 
• ' ^* BY SKILL AREAS ■ ; 

■ f-: i . ■ . ■ ■ ■ . ; ■ ' 



SKILL 
V AREAS 


(1) 

GBADE 


(2) 

NUHBER OF 

STUDENTS^' 

ENROLLED* 


(3) 

percent of 
students: 

TESTjED** 


(4) 

NUMBER OF * 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED ^ 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS)t 


STANDARD 
DEVIAtlON 
(SD) 


<7) - 
AVERAGE 

graiJe • 

EQUIVALENCa 
' CGE) t+ 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
^ (SD) 


VOCABULARY 


3' 


350 


98.00 


9 ' 

» 


92.7 ^ 


15.6!S 


3*17 p 


7^- — — 

•\1«03 


5 


r > 359 




9 ' 


. OLA 


■ nn 

« JiO.UU 


n* 0* 




7 . 




OZ. 151. 




90. 2 


' 16.^8 


6.18 


1 . 79 


9 


obj 


■ •1 

Oii«7 r 


3 ■ * ' 


93 


K^. 28^ 


7.72 


1*91 


(2) 

READI^'p 
COMPRE- 
HENSION ' 


3 ■ 


350 


96* 00 


9 . 


92.7 


■ \ 

15.65 


3-*33 . 


1.12 


, ' 5 

i ' ' ■ ' 


359 


t ' 
100*00 


9 


91.6 


16. do * 


4.98 


1*35 


7 


4^9 


9 4, '51 




.90.2 


16*28 


6.31 


1*6^ 


9 


367 * 


' 51«47 


3 


?13.4 

w' ' 


14.28 


7»78 


1*72 


(3.) 

SPELLING 


3 




96«0Q' ' 


9 


92.7 


15*65 


3^89 


1*37 


^ I * 


359 * * 


100 .00 


9 /' 


91«6 


^ • 16.00 


5.65 


: 

*fL- AT 
4l * D f 

— _ 


♦ 7 » 




94»51 




^ 90 * 2 


' 16*28' 


V 

A -•71. 


^.OO 


9 


^ AT 
JD 1 


01 • 47 ' 


3 . 


^ ■ 




0*£*r ^ 


£ * J 


(4) 

CAPITAL- 
IZATItfN 


3 


* 350 


96»00 


9 


^ 92*7 


15*65> 


'3.60' 


1*31 


5 . 


359 


100*00 ' 


• 9 


91.6 


16.00 • 


%*88 


1*51 ^* 


7 


' 419 


94.51 


4* 

5 


90.2 


16.28- 


6.48 • 


2^*02 

— ^ 


9 


367 


•81. 4T 


3 


93.4 


14.28 


8*33 


2*10 


i. 

i \ 

L . ■ 

PUNCTUATION 


3 


3S0 


98.00 


9 


92.7 


15.65 


^ 3*79 


1*35 


■ ■ % ■ 


359 


100.00 


9 


91<6 


16*00 ' 


5.17 


liSO 


■ 7- . -^^ 


.419 • 


94.51 


5 


90.2 


16*28 


; 5.97 


1*84 


9 


367 


81«47 


'3 


93.4 


14*28 


7.88 


2*13 



^ AS OF 9/30/73f ADJIJSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES*- 

*♦ NUMBER STUDENTS TgSTED SPRlNGt 1^74 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73» EXPRESSBD AS A PERCENTAGE. 

f STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FftOM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST» NONVERBAL BATTERYt FORM 1» 1971 EDITION* 
THE MEAN$ FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3t 5f 7f AND 9 ARE 'lOOr NATIONAL SD > 16* 

ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) tJCRIVED FROM lOAA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS^ FORM 5f 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS iN THE 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADtS 3, 5r Tf AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY ^*7t 5.7t 7.7| AND 9*4, VARYING ^LIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. * 1 Ofl i ' ^ 
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TABLE ,2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
' AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADiE EQUIVALENCE) t 

BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 


f 

WI\AiJC 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 


Percent' OF 

, STUDENTS 


(4J 

NUHIER OF ' 
, SCHOOLS' 
TESTED 


15) 
AVERAGE 

AGE 
SCORE 
(SAS) t 


. (6r 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) , 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GAADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GEf f+ 


:^J8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(6) • ; 


3 


35Cr 


9if00 


■•. 'a 


92*7 


,15*65 


3*47 p 


3!.r25 ' 


UNCUAGE 
USAGE 




359 • ' ' 


.idOfOO 


^\ 

\ 


91. 6. V 


16^00 




1*49 


■ — — t — ; 
7 


419 


^94.51 


5 


90.2 


16*28 


6*18 \ 


1*89 






•'367 


ei.47 


■ 3. • 'rf 


93.4 


14*28 


' 7*79 y 


1*99 




4 3 


350 


v98.Q0- 


9 


92.7 


\ g— 

15*65 . 



3*69 0 


1*13 


LANGUA6i 
TOTAL 


* $ 


359 


100*00 


9 


91.6 


' " 16*00 


5*16 


1*32* 


7 


419 

*• 


JJ94.51 


5* 


' 90*2 


16*28 


6*34 


1*70 


■«* ■ 




367 


61.47 , 


3 . 


93*%" 


14*28 


8*06 \. 


lf80 




* 3 * 


^ . ■) 
- 350 


91.00 


9 


92^7 


15*65 


3*W 


.92 ' 


MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS 


o 

5 


359 


lOOfOO 


9 

* 


91*6 


16*00 


4*^8^ 


. 1*15 


7 * 


419 


^4*51 ' 


5 


90*2 


16*28 


6*49 ' 


1*39 


t 


'9 - 


»367 : 


•li47 




' 93*4 


14*28 


7*76 


1*66. 




3 


350 


,98*00 


9 


92*7 


15*65 


3*34 


1*(^ 


HATHEHATICAL 

PftOlLEHS 
• 


5 • , 


359 


100*00 ' 


9 


91*6 


16*0P 


V*97 


1*25 


7 


' 419 


94*$1 


5 


90*2 


16*28 


6*41' 


0 1.50 


• 


9 


367 


•l-*47 


3 


93*4 


14*28 


7*85 


1*75 


(10 r 


.^-.J- 

% 


356 ; 


91 .00 


9 


92*7 


15*45 


3«2t 


•94* ' 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


359 


' 100«00 




«|1.6 


16*00 


4*98 


1*11 


7 


419 


94.51^ 


5 


90*2 


16#^8 


6*45 


1*32 




9 


367 


81^47 


3 


93*4 


14*28 


' 7*^0 


1*56 

1 



* AS OF 9/30?73i ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES* 

»♦ NUHiea STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED lY NUWiER ENROLLED 9/30/73t CXKCSSED AS A PERCgNTAOE* 

+ STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED PROM COONITIVE AIILITIES TESTt NONVERIAL lATTERYt FORM 1» 1971 EDITION* 
tHE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3t 5t 7, AND 9 ARE 100 1 NATIONAL SD -16* 

. +t GRADE EQUIVALENCE (CE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION* THE MEANS IN THE 
J5aTI0NAL WORM GROUP POR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5*7, 7*7, 9*4, VARvinO SLICHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA* 
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TALBOT COUNTY 




BOARD OP EDUCATION (Appointed) 

■ . ■ I , . ' • . 

Caroline E. Hutchison^' Preeident 
John T. Harrison> Viae President 
William H. Pauntleiroy 
Margie Slaughter. 
Jeremiah Valiant 

Robert M. Valiant: " 
Vacancy ^ . ' 

Nofcman J*. Moore, Superintendent of Bohools 
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' VTALBOT COUNT YO . ' . ' 

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES fROFILE* 



COHHUNITY CHARACT^RlSTyf;? 



(1) 

TOTAL 
\ POPULATION 


<2) 

MEDIAN * 

FAMILY 

INCOME 


<3) , * 

•PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


23»652 


$01073 


29,6 



14) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
■ HALES. 25 YHAKS 
OF AGE OR OLDER - 
(MEDIAN SCHqOL YEARS) . , 


1 "5 1 

<5) • 

EDUCATIONAL LEV^L " ^ 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE' OR OLDER 
; JMEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


lp.5 * 





*. SCHQOC CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEHIER, 1973) 



(6) 


(7) 


(6) 


(9) 


(10) 




TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SAIiARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING * 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
/ ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE ' 


■ \ 

• 


4i9S0 


$9,745 


$15,754 


6*5 « 


21.8* 





(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES V. 
OX ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
— PUPIL/STAFF 
. RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG* DAILY* 
ATTENDANCE ^ 


17.1 


16*6 


94#a 



FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPtL 
COST 


(15) 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL'^ 
COSTS 

* 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 

■ PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
. (CENTRAL OFFICE) . 
COSTS 


$.979.57 


$727»26 


74»3 


24*3« 



(18) 

' percent expenses 

allotted to 
' administration 
(central office) 


(19) L 

• per pupil 
pupil person- 
<nel services 

* Costs 


' (20) 

PERCENT EXJ^ENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES ^ . 


2*5 


, $9.33 


0.9 



•SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 
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TALBOT COUNTY 




. ■ . 

TABJUE 2.' NONVERBAL:*ABtLitY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORH) 
AND'ACADEMiC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE)-, 
* ■ ^ BY SKILL AREAS 



SKILL V 
AREAS 


■ • =3C 

'GRADE 


■ V 

NUMBER OF/ 
S.T'UDENTS/ ' 
6NR0LLE:)/* 


(3 J 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS , 
TEStWB*'^ ; 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 

SCHOOLS 
. TESTED 


. (5) 
AVERAGE 
^STANDARD 
AGE 
SCORE 

•(SAS)+ 



- t6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
UD) 


(7) 

AVERAOE. 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE. 
^ (GB)tt 


(8) 

STANDARD . ' 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 






.353 / 


100*00 


5 


100,4 


" 16.54 


» " 3.59 


1.10 




5 


< 381 


100*00 . 


5 


100.4 - 


, 16.37 


' 5.19 


*1.60 




7 


409 


96.58 


2 ' 

t 


101.2 


15.16 


" 6.69 


1.78 




9 


' 446 


82.74 


' 2 


102.5 

— ^^-7 


■15.13^ ^ 


8.50 


i2.03 


(2) . * 


3 


.353 


100.00 




100.4 


16.54 ^ 


" ^.66 


1*19 


READING 


■ 5 ■ 


381 


100.00 


■ 5 


'100.4 


16.37 

' — '■ — 


5.24 


1.59 


COMPRt" 
HENS ION 


7 


409 • 


96.58 


. z ■ , 


4.01.2 


{ 

15.16- 


6.99 


1.71 




9 


446 


82.74 ^ 




.102.5 


15.13 


8*71 


1.78* 


(3) 


3 


353 


100. QO 


5 


100.4 y 


16.54 


4.41 


1.33 


SPELLING 


5 


381 


100.00 


5 


100 « 4 


16.37 , 


5.66 ^ 


1.73 . 




- 7. 


409 


96.58 


. .> • 2' 


f 

1101.2 


15.16 




1.76 


i 


9 * 


446 


t 

82.74 


2 


ioe.5. 


15.13 


IS. 64 


2.13 


(4) 


•• ■ ^V • . ■* 

/ 3 


353 


100.00 


5 


IOP.4 


16.54 


* 4.20 


1.25 


CAPITAL- 
IZATION 


' 5 - 


381 


100.00 


5 

4 


100.4 


16.37 ^ 


5.68 


1.63 


7 


409 


' ; — I — 

96.58 


2 


101.2 


15.16., 


V. 6.96 


U89 




9 


446 


82.74 


2 


102.5 


15.13 


8.76 


2.12 


j (5) 


3 


353 


100.00 


5 


100.4 > 


16.54 


4.21, 


1.40 


1 ^ 

1 • " ' " 


5 


381 


<i 100*00 


5 


100^4 


16*37 ' 


5.41, 


1*68 


1 PUNCTUATIONj 


7 


409 


. 96.58 


2 


101.2 


15.16 


6.76 • 


1.94 


1 ■ „ 


« 

9 ' 


, 44fr/v 


82.74 


2 


102.5 


9 ' 

15tl3 


8.63 


» 2.06 



# AS OF 9/30/73 i ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES 

simmu ,E3,..»«K0. "'»'"■ "'»■""' "'■'"";""■„,„ ■ 

F.OR EACH SKILL AREA. . . ■ 
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TALBOT COUNTY 



r 1 



TABLE 2. -NONVERBAL ABILITY, (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
; , .BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) ' ; 



, SKILL 
AREAS 


GRADE 


(2) ^ 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROLLED * 


T"*^ 

(3) ^ 

f • 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
4 TESTED 


% j4) ^ 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


C5I 
AVERAGE 
StANDARD ^ 

SCORE 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

standard 
Deviation 

<SD) 

■ — 4 


(7) 

; ;. AVERAGE, 
/ GRADE 

/equivalence 

J<GE) ++ 


(0) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
fSD) 


L^NCUAOE 
USAGE 




353 




.1? 


Ji«U*'r 


16*5^ 


— ^ — ' 

3*90r 


^ 1*36 




361 






100 * 4 


li*^37 


5*34 


^•74 ^ 


7 




96 *56 


2 * 


^ 101*2 


3i5*l6 


•6*90 


• 

2*02 


9 




62*74 • 


■ . • 2 


\. '102*5 


• 

15*13.^. 


1*39 


2*2f« 


17 J 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL 


3 


353 


100*00 




c 

o' 100*4 




w 4*16 


1*16 


5 


361 


It 

' 100*00 


5 


100*4 


16*37 

^ , , 


5*52 ; 


•X*50 


7 


409 


^6*5B 


2- 


10X*2 


15*16 


6;l92 


1*73 


9 


446 


t — — — — — ; 
62*74 


I* ■ f 
2 


102*5 V 


15fl3 


6^61 


1*69 


(8 J 

HATHEfV^TiCAL' 
CONCEPTS 


3 


^53 


100*00 


. 5 


. lOO^V 


16*54 


3*77 


*94 


5* 


3]B1 


100*00 


5 


100*4, 


16*37 


5*30 


1*42 ' 


7 


409 


96*58. 


^rr 

2 




15*16 j 


7*03 s 


1*521 


V 

9 


446 


62*74 


. 2 


1 " 7 , ". ■ ^ 

{ /l02*5 


15*13 


6*34 


1*14 


I . 

MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 




353 


100*00' 


< 


( IOO94 


16«54 


' 3*63 


1*04 ' 


5'. 


361 


1 ' ' — ■ 

100*00 


=d 


^ 

100*4 


16*37 


5*23 


1*36 


7 


409 


• 96*56 


■ ■ / . 


101*2 


15*16 


f 

6*76 


1*66; 


9 


446 


62.74 




.102*5- 


15*13 


6*66; 


1*76 


(10) ^ 


3 


353 


.100*00 


5 


100*4 


16*54 


3*70 


♦ 94 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


361 


100*00 


5 


100*4 


. 16»37 


- 5*27 


1*30 






409 


96*56' 


2 


101*2 


15*16 


6*90 


1#49 




9 


. * 44& 


62,74 


2 


102*5 


15*43 ' 


6*51 > 





^ AS OF 9/30/73> ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE. NONGRADED CLASSES* 

♦♦'nuMJEA students tested spring, 19t4DlVIDED JIY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/$0/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCeNfAGE. 

+ STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAST DERlVBl) FROM COGNITIVE AHlLITIEj TEST» NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORH li 1971 EDITION* 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARC lOOi NATIONAL SD «i 16* 

if GRADE EOUIVALENCC <GE> DERIVEP *FROH lOMA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FdRH.5, I973r EDITION* THE M0ANS IN THE. 
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, ANj5 9 ARf APPROXIMATELY Bjhr, 5.7^ 7*t, 9*4, VARYINC SLIGHTLY 
FdR EACH SKILL AREA* • * i 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY 




BOARD OF EDUCATION (EXected) 

Mrs* B. Marie ByersV Ppf&ident 

Rev. Donald ^d, "Brake, vtoe Preeident 

Mrs. Nancy €• Boyer • 

Mr. Roland G. Hebb f ' . 

Mr* Kenneth Mackley 

■ ■ • * 

Claud E. Kitchens, Supefin'tendsnt of Sahoole 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY " ' 

TABLE !. - COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE 



*. COHHUNITV CHARACTERISTICS 



•n 



* 




(1) 


(2) 


<3) 






TOTAL 
POPULAriON 


FAMILY 
INCOME ' 


vPERCENT , ' 
DISADVANTAGES - ' 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 




103t829 


$8,778 ; * 


27»9 , - 



(4) 

/ EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
HALES, 25 YEARS 
^ OF AGE OR OL^ER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) * . 


<5J 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL ; 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER' 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


11.4 


ii.5 



I. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS . (AS OF .IS^JEHJER, 3,973:) 



(6) 

TOTAL 

SCHt(PL 
ENROLLMENT 


(7)., ' 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
' .SALARY V , 


(9) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING . 
EXPERIENCE 


(10) 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


23,847 


il0,697' 


$15,663 


^ 3il«8 


21.6 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) . 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUP^IL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


27.3 


* 20.2 


95.3 



C. f^INANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER l^UPIL • 
COST 


(15) ; 

"v- PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
, ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 

PER PUPIL 4 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICEJ 
COSTS ^ 


$ 192 #00 


$ 670.09 


75*2 


$14.79 





I*- 




(18) 


• (19) 


(20) 








' PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 




• 


1 


1.7 . , 


'$7.83 


* 0.9 



> 




ERIC , 



*SEE APPENDIX A FOR SEFINrTlON OF TEI^IS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDES IN THIS TABLE. 
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- WASHINGTON COUNTY . , 

'■• ^ TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY ( AVERAGE "STANDARD AGE SCORE). 

AND Academic achievement (grade equivalence) t 

BY SKILL AREAS 



SKILL 
AREAS 



(1) 



GRADE 



(2) 

NUMBER OF . 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLEi^* 



(3) 



percent of 
students 
tested** 



(4) 



NUH^ER , OF 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 



(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
- AGE 
% SCORE 
(S'AS)t 



STANDARD ' 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 



(7) 

AVERAGE • 
■GRADE 
EQUIVALENCc 
iGE)+t 



(8) 



standard^* 
deviation 
(sdT . 



VOCA^'b^^RY 



,5 



1725 



27 



100.1 



*15.72 



3.38 



.1928 



100,00 



103. 1 



15.85 



4.^7- 



1959 



97.00 



103.4 



16r3li 



6.74 



1.92 



1903 



90 . 86 



^ <3.03.9 



■16.85 



8.22 



£2) 



READING 
COMPRE- 
, HENS ION 



1725 



98.32 



27 



100.1 



15,72 



3.^54 



3..21 



1928 



100.00 



26 



103.1 



15.85 



5.32 



1.50 



19^9 



.97,09 



103.4 



-16.31 



6.94 



1^73 



i903 



90. 86 



103.9 



16.85 



8.31 



2.01 



(3) - 

SPELLING 



9. 



:98 . 32 



27 



100,.l 



1928 : 



100.00 



26 



103«1 



. 1959 



97.09 



103^4: 



i903 



90^86. 



^103,9 



15.72 



3.90 



1..34 



15.85 



16.31 



,16.85 



5*32 



Ji.73 



6;«o 



2V1Q 



7*96 



2.40 



t4): 



CAPITAL- 
irATION 



1725 



98.32 



27 



100.1 



15^72 



3.84 



1.30 



1928 



100.00 



26 



103.1 ' 



15 » 85 



5.47 



1.62 



1959> 



97.09 



: 103;4' 



16.31 



6.98 



2.08 



1903 



90.66 



103.9 



16.85 



8.12 



2.39 



(5) 



punctcHtion 



1725 



98i32 



27 



100.1 



15^72 



4.06 



1.41 



1928 



lOOiOO 



26 



103.1 



15.85 



5.51 



1*61 



1959 



47*09 i 



103.4 



16.31 



6.74 



2.08 



1903 



90.86 



103.9 



16»85 



7.85 



2.32 



* AS Or. 9/30/T3, ABJUSTEX) TO, INCLUJ)E N0NGRADE1> CLA$$£$. 

NUKBER :ST02J£NTS TEST^a) SPRING, 1974 , 111 VIDSD. BY NUHSFa ENROLLED : 9730/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE, 

t $TANIXARB AGfc* '5CCRe (SAS) DCRIVED FROM COGN^l rXVe ABILITIES T£STr .NHMVERBAL ^BATTEP.V, FORM 1,' 1971 EUITIOM. 
^ . THE FOR THE ^4ATI0^^AL NORM GROUP FOR 'GRACES 3r AN5 9 ARE 100» NATIONAL SB « 16. ^ . 

tt GRAPE' EOUIVALENCE {G*E) DSRIVEB FROM IC^A TESTS; OF 3A31C SKILLS, FORH 5, 1971 EDITIDnT ~f HE MEANS IN THE ' 
. .{JAtrONAL NORK GROUP FOR RAISES- 3 r 5| T, AND 9 k^t AF^PROXIf^ELV 3*7/'5.7r V.7# ANB ^.4 r. VARYING SLIGHTLY- 
f^OR BACH SKILU AREA. > . ' 

'. •.' . \'^137 ■ , 
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Washington county • 

table 2* nonverbal ability caverage standard age score) 
and. academic achievement (grade equivalence) t 
' dy skill areas (continued) 



SKILL 
< AR6A$ 


■ ■■ -* 1 . •■ - . 
dRADE 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS- 
ENROLLED *' 


PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED 


NUMBER- DP 
SCHOOLS 
; TESTED • 


(5) 
.AVERAGE • 
r STANDARD 
AGE 
'SCORE 
fSAS) t 


V ■' 

STANDARD 
DE\{IATtON 

iSD) 


' (7) , . 

Average 

GRADE , 
EQUIVALENCE 


(8) 

STANDARD, 
J)EVIAT<ON ♦ 

J isp.i. 


.i6T ' * ''I'' ■■ 

, LANGUAGE * 
USAG^ 


* ■'■ 3 


1T25 


^' '"'9*. 32 


27 


100.1 

- - . . ■ ■ 1 ; 


. 15.72 


3.60 


i>3i 


5 ■ '■ . 


X928 


j/oo.oo 


26>/,. 


103*1 


15*85 


5.08 


1,73 


.■' ■■■ 7'. . ■ 




97 •09 

■ l .'- 


\ ■ ■ ■ 9- ■■ ■ 


r— —i. . - 

103*4 


16*31' 


'6.71 


' 2.09 


o 




. 90*86 


■ ■■ ■ 7' ■ 


103*9 v '. 


V 16*85 ' 


♦r^83 


. 2^32. . . 


■LANGMAGE. 
tOTAL • ' 


■ ■■ ' ■ "■■ V" y 
a - ' ■.• 

- ■ , .3 ■ . 


- Ji f 

"■ ■ :; ■■ 1 




.27 


100 .l' 


15*72 


. 3.85 


i 1.18 




. • 1928' • 


:riOO'*.00 




103 *i» 


15*85 ' 


5.35 


1.48 


C 


1959 • • 

- - - :. • ■ . ■ 


.97*09 


t ■ 


103i;4 ' 


. 16*31 


6>81 


^l!8$- - ■ ] 




-' 9 . - 


"1903 ; ^ 


90*86 




103*9 


16.85 


7.95 


1 2.09 


.1 o. I. " ■ 

MATHeMATICAL 
C0t4CEPTS ■ ■ 


■ - i -' 


: 1725 . 


98*32 ' ■ 


> 27 . 


100.1 


• 15*72 


, 3*68 


. 1.6l ' 




. 1928;' 


— r — : ^ — ^T-"' — : 1 

100 * od 


■t ■■ . - 
-■■■26- 
: — ■ . . <^ -. — 1 


' ' 103^ 1 




• 5.87 . 


1.51 ' ' 




y 1959- 




... 9 ■ 


103*4 1 16.?1 


7.51 


1.79 


o 


1903 ^ 


90*86 


7 * I j;03*9 i ' 16«85 


. ■ ( 8.85 - ■ • 


2.06 


(9) 

HATHEMAnCAL 
PROBLEMS 

- . . 1 ■ ■ . ■ . 




1725 


98*32 


.27 


^ 100. i 


15*72 


3.62 


l.ll ; 


• • ■ 5 ; 


1928' ■ 


100 .oo 


• 26 


103.1 


15*85 


5.4r 


.1.36 . 






97*09 


9. 


•* 103^4 


16.31 - 


7*17 


1,65 


9 


1903 - 


90.86 


■7 


i03#9' 


16.85 


8.29 


1.96 ' 


(10> 

MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


3. ■ ■ 


1.725 


98.32 


> 27 


^po.i 


1$.72 


- 3.66 


1.01 


5' ■ 


3»928 


,100*00 


..'26 ■'.* 


103*1 


■ 15.85 


' 5.67^ 


1.36 , 


, T 

: -• • ■ ■ • * 


/• 1SI5.9 


97*09 


9 


103*4 


16.31 ^ 


~ 7*34 


1*62 


■ •■9' ■ 


. 1903 


90*86 




103.9 


^•16.95 ; 


8f64 


1.91 



*."A$ OF 9/30/73* ADJUSTED fo INCLUDE NOMGRADSD CLASSES.. 

NUMBER STUlJENTS TESTED SPRINGV 1974 DIVIDED 3Y NUM7JHR ENROLLED 9/S0/73, EXPRESSBU AS A PERCENTAGE.' 

+ STANDARD ACE? SCORE tSAS) DgRlV^D l:ROM COGNtTrVE ABTLtTlES T^ST, NONVERB^AL BATTERVt FORM 1» 1971 EDITION. 
THE H£ANS FOR THE' NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3r 5r 7f ^^^^ ^ ARE lOpt NATIONAL SD « 16. 

; •; -.v: v^.- • ^ ■■■ . * ^ - ■ ■ '■-.-•■•"•.■,.•■*. . . ■■ ■ ^■ 

if (JRADE EOUI VALENCE (CO DERIVED FR0M-10*^A TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORK $#,1^71 EDtTlON. THE MEA>{$ tN THE 

NATIONAL NdltM GROUP FOR .GRADES 3> 5, >kANII 9 ARE APPROXtMATELY 3*7:* S.-f, 7.T, 9*4r VARYING SLlGMtlUY 
'-.-FOR EACH SKILL AREi.'. ■ ..■ ' ■ >> 

ERIC ■ ^3^86> . 
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• TABUe i* COMMUNITY AND PUBUU SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A. . COHHUNITY CHARACTER ISTTCS * 



TOTAL' 
• POPULATION 


MEDIAN 
PAMILY 
INCOME 


PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


54,236 


$8f788 


29.8 



4; 



, educational' LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE, OR OLDER . . : 

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEAR$) • 


-15) ■■ ■ . 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL ^ 
FEMALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


• - 3.0 .8 


. li.x ■ ■ . 



. B- SCHODL Characteristics - (AS OF September, 1973) 





(6) 


; 17) 


iv f8) 


(9) 


tio) 




TOTAL 
SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER . 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING ' 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
EXPERIENCE 


' 'i 


14,224 


$9,822 


$15f245 


10.6 


19,9 



(XX) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPiL/STAFF 
RATIO ^ ■ 


<i3) • 

PERCENT 
AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


X4*6 


X9.7 


95*0 



C. hNANCIAL Cf^ARACTERISTICS (FOR X972-X973 SCHOOL YEAR) 





(14) 


(15) 


(16) 


(17) 




TOTAL 
PER POFIL 
COST 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED -TO 
INSTRUCTION 


PER PUPtL 
ADMINISTRATrVE 
(CENTRAL OFf^ICE) 
COSTS 


* 


$845.18 


$ '637,48 . . 


• 75.6 


il5.19 



(16) 

PERCENfc^kPENSES 
ALLOTTED to 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL Oi^FlCE) 


119) 

Per pupil 

PUPIL person- 
nel SERVICES 
COSTS 


(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES' 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


' • . 


$ 3.99 


0.5 



* *sEe APPENDIX A FOR Definition of terms and sources of data provided in tNis table. 

. : ■ ■ - MO; , : ■ - . " . 
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WICOMICO COUNTY 



TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABI LITY i AVERAGE STANBARD AGE SCORE) 
mH ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRAPE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS 



SKILL 
AREAS ' 


tl) 
GRADE 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 

STUDENTS 

ENROLLED* 


( 3 ) 

PERCENT QP 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


I 5 1 

.AVERAGE 
STANDARD 

Are 
Ave 

SCORE 

(SAS)t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD] 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(Ge)+t 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 

iS})) 


(1) 

VOCABULARY 


3 


U03 


98*55 


15 


99,8 


15,01 


3.44 


i«oe 


5 


1117 


98,23 


15 


101,3 


15.01 


5,14 


1.52 


7 


1178 


82,51 




98,2 


14.96 


6,76 

k 


1,86 


9 


1012 


82,31 


^ : 


103.2 


15,00 


8.73 


1,93 


(2) 

READING 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 


3 


1103 


98.55 


15 


99,8 


15«01 


3,56 


1,21 


5 


1187 , 


98,23 


15 


101,3 


15,01 


5,28 


1,45 


7 


1178 


82,51 


* 


98,2 


f 

14,9^ 1 6«8i 


1,68 


9 


1012 ' 


82.31 


S 


103,2 


15«00 


8,66 


1,82 


(3) 

SPELLING 


3 


1103 


98,55 


15 


99.8 

r 


15,01 


4,23 


1,30 


5^ 


1187 


^^58,23" 


15 


101,3 


15,01 


5,67 


1,71 


7 


1178 


82.51' 


^ 


98.2 


14«96 


7,09 


1,98' 


9 


1012 


82,31. 


^ 


103.2 


15,00 


8,98 . 


2,16 


14) 


3 


1103 


98,55 


15 : 


99.8 


15,01 


3,80 


1,28 


CAPITAL- 


5 


1^87 


98«23 


15 


101.3 


15,01 


2S<32 


1.63 


IZATION 


7 


1178 


82,51 


^ 


98,2 


14,96 


6*62 


1,96 






- 1012 


82.31 


^ 


103,2 


15,00 

1 


8,69 


2.12 


1 


3 


lloa 


98,55 


15 


99,8 


15*01 


3,88 


1.37 


j PUNCTUATION 


5 


1187 


98,23 


15 


101,3 


15,01* 


5,44 


1,58 


1 


— 
7 


1178 


82,51 


4 


98,2 


14,96 


6.54 


1.92 


1 ' 


9 


1012 


82,31 


4 


103,2 


15,00 , 


8.41 


2,24 



♦ AS OF 9/30/73t ABJUST6D TO INCLUDE N09<6RADED CLASSES* ^ - 

*♦ NUMBER STUDENTS TiSTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED IV NUHlER ENROLLED 9/S0/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE^ 

t STANDARD ACE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE AIILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL lATtERY, FORH 1, 19T14EDIT10H. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE lOOi flAJIONAL SD * 16, 

+t GRADE EQUIVALENCE (CE) j)ERtVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BjSICjKILLS, FORM i^TV^jTlON. THE MEANS JN^^ 
NATIONAL NORM CROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7f AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3,7, 5.7| 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 
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WICpMICO GOUNTY 
; - TABLE 2. 



NONVERBAL ABILltY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE) 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL.- 


' (1) 
^RADE 


if) 

NUMBER OF 
$TUDENTS 
: ENROLLED'* 


«3) 

• 

■ PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED ** 


(4) 

NUMBER OF 
SCHOOLS 
. TESTED 


(5) 

. AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 

SCORE- ' 
(SAS) t 


(6) 

StAfU)ARD , 
DEVIATION 
, (SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
<GE) ++ 


(8) « 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


<6) 

LANOUAGE 
. USAGE 




1103 


98.55 


. * 15 


99.8 


15.0lr 


3#63 . 


1.36 


5 


1187 


98.23 


, 15 


101.3 . 


^- 15.01 


5.27 


1.66 


.7 


1178 ' 


82.51 




98.2 


14.<J6 


6.84 


2.01 




1012 


82.31 




103.2 


15.00 


8.71 


2.23 


(7) 

LANGUAGE 
TOTAL / 


3 . 


1103 


98.55 " 


15 


99.8 


.15.01 


3.88 


1.16 




1187 


98.23 


15 


101.3 


15.01 


5.42 . 


1.45 


7 


■ 1178 


82.51 




^ 98.2 


14.96 


6*77 t 


1*70 


9 


. 1012 


82.31 


4 . 


103.2 


. 15.00 


8.70 


1.92 


(8) 

MATHEMATICAL 
CONCEPTS - 


3. 


1103 


98.55 


15 


99.8 - 


15.01 


3.55 


.95 




1187 


98.2^ 


15 ' 


101.3. 


15.01 


5.51 


1.38 


7 


^ 1178 


82.51 


t 

4 1 98.2 


14.96 


7.14 


1.67 




1012 


82.31 


! • ' 
4 * . 103*2 


15.00 - 


9.17 


1.83 


MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS^ 


3 


1103 


98.55 


. 15 


I' 

99.8 


15^01 


3.38 




5 


1187 


98.23 


15 


101.3 


15. di 


5.22 


1.29 




1178 


82.51 




' 98.2 


14.96 


6.75 


1.69 


>*> 
^ 9 


1012 


' 82.31 


4 


103.2 


15.00 


8.59 


i.84 


* 

MATHEHATICAI^ 
TOTAL 


3 


1103 


• 99^55 


15 


99.8 ' 


15.01 . 


3.47 


.93 


•5 


118T 


98.23 


V5 


101.3 


15*01 


5.37 


1»25 


7 


1178 


82.51 


4 


98.2 


14.96 


6.94 


1.58 


9 


1012 


02«31 


• 4 • 


103.2 ^ 


15.00 


8.88 


1.73 



/ 



• AS 0> 9/30/73f ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. . 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPKt^G, 197* DIVlD^^ BY NUHBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A F-ERtENTAGE. 

FOR EACH SKILL AREA, - 
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WORCESTER epUlvlTY 

'table 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*' 



A.,. . COHHUNITY CHARACTERISTICS 



(1) 

TOTAL 
POPULATION 


(2) 1 

HEDIArf 
FAMILY 
INCOME 


(3) 

J PERCENT 
^ DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHiQOL AGE CHILDREN 


24i442 


$7f386 


38.6 



(4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
HALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS). 


«5) - 

EDUCATIONil^L ILEVEL 
FEKALES 25 YEARS 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 




10.5 



1. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTtCS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973), 



(6) 

TOTAL 
. SCHOOL 
ENROLLMENT 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


(8) 

AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


(9) 

' AVEPPAGE 
YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE . 


(10) ' 

AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMINISTRATOR 
E)iPERlENC£ 


6|612 


$9#806 


$17,602 


9rl 


19«7 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
^ RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
AVGf DAIUY 
ATTENDANCE 

V 


11*4 


17.4 


95,2 



C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR) 



(14) 

TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


(15) 

PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


(16) 

PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCTION 


(17) 
PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS 


$952.34 


1705.25 


$74il 


$17.02 



(18) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
PER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
, COSJS 


(20) 

percent' EXPENSES - 

ALLOTTED TO- 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


1.8 


• i.07 


0/3 



♦SEE APPENDIX A.. PCJR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND- SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE. 



WORCESTER COUNTY 

' TABLE 2. 



NONVERB'AL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) 
AND 'academic ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 
BY SKILL AREAS 



SKILL 
AHEAS 


M) 
GRADE I- 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS^ 
ENRuLLcJ 


(3) 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
Tc^TEC 


NUMBER OF 
. SCHOOLS 


T5) 
. AVERAGE 

^'^AG5 • 

SCORE 

(SA< ) t 
1 3 AO # t 


(6) 

STANDARD 
'DEVIATION 
( SD) 


(7) 
AVERAGE 

^ » l> WW mm 

GRADE' 
EQUIVALENCE 
|GE)+t 


(8) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(i) , 


3 


51% 


96.48 


6 


95.9 


15.74 * 


'• 

3.22 


1.12 




5 




, * t 
93*24 


4 


98*8 


16.22 I 


4.85 




VOCABULARY 


7 


558 


' 

91*76 


3 


96*4 


15.86 


. * 6.14 J. 

■ . / 


•1.76 




9 


-594 


85*52 


' , 3 


97*3 


15.94 


. 7.6a 


2i23 ' 




3 


511 


96*48 


6 


95*9 


15*74 


3.34 


1.20 


READING 


r 

5 


' 562 


93*24 


4 


98i8' 


16.22 


5.02 


1.47 


COMPRE- 
- HENSJON 


7 * 


558 


91*76 


3 • 


96*4 


15.86 


6.43 


1.61 


• /. ■ ; 


.9 




85*52 

\ . 


3 


97'*3 




r .7*35 . 


2.00 




3 




96j^40 ^ 


6 


95*9 


^ ' ■ - 
15.74 


: 4.06 


' 1.35 


SPELLING 


5 


562 


'I . 
■'V 9^v24 ' ■ 


4 


^8*8 


16,«22 


5.24 


1.77 




* ' .7*, 


I - 

558 


• r 

91*76 


3 


96*4 


15.86 


6.5?. 


2.02 








85*52 


. 3 


97*3 


15.94 


8*12 


2.35 




3 / 


* 511 


96*48 


6 


95*9 


15.74 


3.98 


1,29' 


« 

CAPITAL- 


5 


562 


93*24 


4 


98 i 8 


16.22 


5.47 


1.58 


IZATION 


7 


558 


91*76 


3 


96.4 r 


' 15.86 


6.51 


2.00 




9 


S9f 


85*52 


3 


97.3 


15.94 


8*o( 


'2.27 . 


(9) 


3- 


511 


96*48 


6 


95.9 


15.74 


4»09 


1*44 . 


1 

f ■ • ' " 
PUNCTUATtlON 


5 


562 V 


93*24^ 

s 


^' 


98*6 


16.22 


.^.31 ^ 


vl.5l 


7 . 


558 


• 91*76 


3 


96.4 


15^86 


6«4^ 

—4 — 


1.93 




9 


594 


85*52 ^ 


'3 


97'*3 


15.94 


7.81 


1.15 - 



* AS OF 9/3a/73r ADJUSTED TO INCILUDE NONCRADED CLASSES^ 

' NUMBER ^STUDENTS TESTED SPRING f 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/731 EXPRESSED AS A; PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD AGE SCORE «SAS) CERIVED f^ftOM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TESTf NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDlTIOM. 
' . THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GftOUP WR GRADES 3f 5f ^7t AND 9 ARE lOOf NATIONAL SD •16, 

GRADE. EOUlVALENCe(GE) DERIVED FROM lOHA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FO>M 5, 1971 EDItlON. THE MEANS IN THE 
' NATIOnKrM CROUrFOR^G^ 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
. FOR EACH SKILL AREA. . 



WORCISTER COUNTY 

TABLE, 2i. 



NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDAflD AGE SCORE) 
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE) t" ' 
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED) 



SKILL 
AREAS ' 


% Mi 

GRADE ' 


V« J 

STUDENTS 
ENROLLED >(t 


i3) 

rcKtcnr Or 
STUDEflTS 
TESTED 


(4) ; 
NUniStR UP 

4 SCHOOtS 
TESTED 


•(5) 
. AVERAGE 
• STANDARD 

* Are 

ACE 

^CORE • 
(SAS) f 


(6>* 

STfANDARi^ 
DEVIATION 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(6E) 


(8) ' 

,% 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION . 
(SD) ' 


(6) 


3 


'51'1 


96^48 . 


6 


95.9 


15.74 


3.46 


1.31 , 


LANGUACE ' 
* USAGE 


5 




93»24 V 


4..-."'" 


98.8 


16.22 


4.87 , 


i.64 




. 7 


555 


/ 91.76 


• 3 ■ 


^ 5^-4^ 


, ',15.86 


6.36 


1.99 




9 


59^ 


* 85.52 


3 


97.3 


15.94 


7t67 


2.25 . 


(7J 


3 * 


511 


96.48 * 




95.9 


15.74 


3.90 . 


*\l«19 


LANGUAGE 
TOTAL- 


5 


562 ' 


93.24 




98.8^ 


16.22 


-5.23 


- 1.44 , 




7 


558 ' 


91.76 


. 3 


•96.4 


15.86 


6.44 


•1.72 




\ ■ 9 . 


594 


89.5a 


3 . 


.97.3 


. 15.94 


7*91 , 


.2.00 




3* 


• 511 


96.48 ' 


'^6 


95.9 


15.74 . 


3.46 


iJol 


MATHEMATICAL 
C6NC|PTS 


5 


. 562. 


' -93*24 


4 . 


9S.8 


; 16.22 ' 


5.14 


1*30 


7 


5i58 


91.76 


■ \ * 


96.4 

^ 


15.86 


t.ii 


1.5T 






- 594 


85.52 




97.3 . 


15.94 


7.93 




19) 


3 V 


511 • 


96.48 


■ 

• 


95.9 


>i 15*i4 


3.43 


1 1.05 . 


! MATHEMATICAL 
PROBLEMS 


5 


5^2 


, 93.24 


: f ■ i 


99. 8^ 


- 16.22 


5.19 


1 

1.29 




7 


558 


91.76 


3 


96.4 


15.86 


■ 6.56, v .; 


1.63 ' 




9 


594 


85*52 


3 


97.3 


15.94- 


6*7.90 "■■'r;' 


•2.00 


no) 


3 " 


511 


96.48 


6 


95.9 


15.74 


3.44 


.98 


MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL ^ . 




562 


93.24 


4 


91*8 


16 #22 


5.16 « 


1#20 ' 




7 


> 

5$8 


91.76 


3 


^6.4 


15.86 


6.48 


1*47 




9 


594 

, a— ^ — ^ 


85.52 


•• 

^ V 3 


97.3 


Vl5i94 


7.92 


;i'.84 



* AS^OF 9/3P/T3, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED^-iPRINCt 1974 DIVIDED »Y NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, "EXPIiESSEn 'AS A PERCENTAGE. 

^ !TJ'^2*?H/S^ SCdREMSAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE AIILITIES TESTi NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION. 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM r.ROUP FOR GRADtsT 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100| NATIONAL SD - U. 

ft GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM lOHA TESTS Of BASIC SKILLSi FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THB MEAN^ IN THE 
FOR EACH sSiLL-!REl.^°'^ ^^^-^ ^' ^' ' APMOXIMATELY 3.7. 5.7, 7.rr9.4rVARy"NG luG^^^^ 



- ' BALTIMORE CITY 




HOARD OP SCHOOL COMMISSIONERS (Appointed) * 
John Waltoii, Fveaident 

James M. -Griffin^ Viae Preaident " 

Mrs. M* Richmond Parting ^ v 

Larry Gibson * 

•Oscar L. Helm - • 

Mrs. Sheila Sachs : . • ^ - ^ . . . 

Robert W» Schaef er . 

W» Eugene Scott 

Mrs. Beryl Warner PijHiianis 

Miguel Aponte ' , • . " 

Curtis Boo the ' ^ * 

* 

Roland N. Vatterson, Superintendent of Puiftio Inetruation 
Paul L. Vance, Deputy Supen^int^ndent of Executive Matters . 
.Vernon S. Vavrina, Deputy Superintendent of Bureau of Education 
U. Neubert Jaffa, Deputy Superintendent of Bureau of Management 
Servieea 

,John .L. Crew^ Deputj) Superintendent, Renter' for Ptanmng, Reaearch 
, and Evaluation , V ' 
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» BALTIMORE CITY • , - ' - - ' >. , ' L 

TAB LE !*• . .. CqMMUfJrTY AND .'public SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE* 



A; 



A* CdMMUMm CHAf(ACT>^^STIC$ ' 



ill 

TOTAL . 
POPULATION 


/ (2) 

MEDIAN ' 

FAMILY 

INCOME 


(3) 

PERCENT 
DISADVANTAGED - 
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 


905f757 


$8t8X5 


38.0 



** (4) 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 
MALES 25 YEARS . 
OF AGE OR OLDER 
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


(5) V 

educat'ionaI'Level 
females 25 years 

OF AGE OR OLDER - 
« (MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS) 


9.9 


10.2 ^ ^ 



I. ' SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS . (AS OF SEPtEMBElR, 1973) 





(6)^ 


(7) ^ • 


. <8» • 


(9) 


. (10) 


.% • ■ 


TOTAL 

SCHOOL . 
ENROLLMENT 


AVERAGE 
TEACHER 
SALARY 


AVERAGE 
ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARY 


Average 

YEARS 
TEACHING 
EXPERIENCE 


AVERAGE 
YEARS 
ADMIN)tSTRATOR 
' EXPERIENCE . 




182>733 


$10 t 784 


$18t839 


10.6 " ' 


' 26.9 ^ V , 



(11) 

PERCENT STAFF 
MASTERS DEGREES 
OR ABOVE 


(12) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 
PUPIL/STAFF 
RATIO 


(13) 

PERCENT 
\AVG. DAILY 
ATTENDANCE 


22.0 


21.1 


87.? 



C. FINANCIAL CH ARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR). 





* tl4) 


(15) 


<16) 


<3.7), 




TOTAL 
PER PUPIL 
COST 


PER PUPIL 
INSTRUCTIONAL 
COSTS 


PERCENT 
EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
INSTRUCfioN 


PER PUPIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 
COSTS; 


f 


1 890.17 


i&55.05 




$26.54 



(18) I 

PERCENT EXPENSES 
ALLOTTED TO 
ADMINISTRATION 
(CENTRAL OFFICE) 


(19) 
IPER PUPIL 
PUPIL PERSON- 
NEL SERVICES 
COSTS 


,(20) 

PERCENT EXPENSES 

ALLOTTED TO 
PUPIL PERSONNEL 
SERVICES 


2.9 


^ 113.84 


1.5 



ERIC 



*SEE APPENDIX A FOR" DEFINTION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVI.tffeD IN THIS TABLE. 
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BAUTIMORE. CITY •; \ . ' 

' - ■ • TABLE 2. - I^ONVERBAL ABILITY .(AVERAGE 

. - AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE), 



BY SKI AREAS 



SKILL 
AREAS 


(1) 

« 

GRADE 


(2) 

NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS 
ENROtLEi* , 


\ (3) » 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


(4) 

'NUMBER 'of 
SCHOOLS 
TESTED 


(5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
AGE 

• SCORE 

* <SAS)t , 


(6) * 

^ STANDARD 
DEVIATION 

(SD) . 


(7) 

* AVERAGE, 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE 
(GE)*'*' 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 


a) 

* VOCABULARY 


3 


1^805 


^ 8T.20 


142 


89«9 


15.63 


2.84 : 


/ 1.11 i 


' 5 




85.49 




90.8 


15.66 - 


4.37 


1.51*: 




3*5318' 


'7-5*02 


' 29* 


89.6 


16.18 


5>70 


1.89 




12167 ' 


^ 79.4.2 * 


39 


91.9 


15.42 


; 7.40 


1.98- 


(2) 

♦ 

READINO 
COMPRE- 
HENSION 




^ 14805 


87.20 


/ 142< - 


89.9 , 


y 15.63 ' 


2.86 


1.07 


5 


1416£f 


85.49 


138 


, '90.8 


15.66 . ] %.42 ^. 


1.33 


7 


15318 


75*02 


. 29 


• — — 

^ 89.6 


■ ' . - ■ ' *, - 
.-:» i6.ai8 ' 5.72 


' 1.65 


9, 


1216f 


^ 79.12 


0 


91.9 - 


. ' 15.42 1 7.15 


1.90 


SPELLING 


' 3 


i4eo5 


87.61 1 


142 , , 


89.9 


' 15.63 \ 3.50 


. 1.35 


5 


14166 ^ ^ 


. 86.25 


■f" 

138 . 


90.8 . , 


15.66 [ 4.98 


1.7.1' 


7 


15316- 


T5.55 




> , 89.6 


16«18 


6.22' / 


' 2*14 


9 


12167 . 


78.52 , 


39' ' 


91.9 - 


15.42 


• 7.91 


* 

2.33 • 


CAPITAL- 
rZATION 


3 


d^4a05 


87*6l'- t 


142 


' 89.9 • 

'■ ■, ■■ ■' ■ ' 


15.63 


. 3.33 


1.27 




^ 14166 


86.25 ^ 




. ( 90.8 


* 15.66 


5.il2 


1.63 


7 


15318 


73*55 • 


29 , T 


,89.6 


16.18 


« 6.43 


2.01 


9 


. 1216T 


78.52 


— "1 — 

'39 ' 


91.9 

L 


15.42 


7.99 


2.22^ 


— - 

i « 

1 

j PUNCTUATION 

i. 

1 t 

I- , ' 


3 . 


14805 


87.61 


142 


69.9* 


15.63 


3.50 


1.212 


' 5 - . 


* 

14166 


86^25 


138 


90.8'' 


^ 15.66 


i 4.95 


1»59 


7 




75*55 


29 


89.^"^ 


16.18 ' 


6.24 


1«91 


9- 


vl216T 


78.52 


39 ' 


91.9 


15.42 


7.00 


\ 2.11 • • 



* AS OF/9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NQNCRADED CLASSES, < , 

NUf^ER STUDENTS TEStEli SPRINC, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/t3, EXPRESSEp AS A PERCENTAGE. 

t STANDARD ACE SCORE (SAS> DERIVED FROM COCNITiVE ABILITIES I"Tr NONVfR;^^^^^ ^J'^Tl EDITION. 

•THE MEANS' FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3t 5r 7, AND 9 ARE 100| NATIONAL SD - 16. 

ft grade' EQUIVALENCE (CE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OP BASIC SKILLS, FORM It 1971 jSDITpNt • THE.'^^^ 

NATIONAL NORM CROUf* FOR GRADES 3, 5, :r, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3*7i 5.7, 7.7, AND 9*4, VARYING SLIGHTLY 
FOR. EACH SKILL AREA* • 

149. , . ■ ■ . 
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BALTlKiRE- CITY 




TABLE, 2, NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE* 
AND" ACADEMJC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE) , 
.. . '■■'m SKILL AREAS . (CONTINUED) n . ^ 



skiiTl 


(1) 

GRADE 


(2) 

' NUMBER OP 

STUDENTS ' 
' ENROLLED « 


^ : s 

( 31 • 

PERCENT OF 
STUDENTS 
TESTED** 


' few. 

• / 2 

NUMBER Qh^ 
SCHOOLS' 
TESTED 


, . (5) 
AVERAGE 
STANDARD 
ACfE* 
SCORE 
(SAS) f 


^ (6) M 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION • 
(SD) 


(7) 

AVERAGE 
GRADE 
EQUIVALENCE- 
(GE) ft 


(0) 

STANDARD 
DEVIATION 
' (SD) 


MNCUACE 
USAC^ 




14605 


•7«61 


142 


09,9 


15.63 - 


3.08 


' 1.24 


9 


14166 




130 


90.1 


15*66 


4.53 


^ 1.55 


r 

7 


1531I 




29 


89.6 


16.18 


6.03 


i;86 




12167 


71.52 * * 


39 


91.9 


15.42 


* 7.35 


2«14 


UNaUACE 
lOTAL . 


3 . 


. HflOS 


07*61 


14^ * 


09.9 


1.5.63 


3«36 


1.11' .• 


? 


14166 ' 


. 06*25 


. 130 


« 9O.0 


15*6<f:;" 


4.89 


1.41 


7 


• 15318 
■ 


75^55 


29 


09/6 


16.18 .» 


6.,24 


1.70 


9 


> 12167 


, 7lfc52 


39 


9.1.9 ' 


15.42' 


; 7.78 


1.88 


'mathematical 

CONC'EI»T$ « 


3 


140O5 


07«29 


142 


09.9 


15.63 


3.06 


.92 - 


(5./ 


14166 


a6.4'9 


r 


1 

90.0 \ 15.66 


4.75 


1.23 


7 


.15310 


73*92 


29 , 


' A ^ — 

09.6 \ 16.10 


6.19 


'1.47 


9 


12167 


79.63 


39 91.9 1 15.42 

.. . . • r 


*~ 7*71 


1.73 


(91, 


3 


. 14005 


87'.29 


<b ' ' 

142 1 


09#9 


15.^3 


3.06 


.99 


i - ■■ 

J-MATHEMATICAL 
1 PAOILCHS 




14166 > 


- 06.49 


i 

130 j 


90.8 


15*66 


4.84 


1*24' . 


\ 


7 


ii53ia 


73.92 


" 1 

'i29 


09.6' 


16*18 


6.d6 


' 1.57 "^-^ 




9. 


12167 


79.63 


39 


91.9 


15.42 


7.55 




(IQ) 


3 


14105 


07.29 


142 


89 99 


15. *3 


. 3.08 




MATHEMATICAL 
TOTAL 


5 


14166 


•6.49 


131 


* 90,8 


15*66 


«4.82 


1*13 

_ 


0 


7 


15310 


73.'92 " 


29 


1 

89.6 


16.18 


6*15 


1.39* 






1216^7 ' 

' ■ ' V ' 


79.63 


39 


91.9 " 


15.42 


7.65 


1*65 



* AS OF 9/30/T3, ABJUSTEB TO INCLUDE NONCHADEJ) Ct,ASSES. 

NUHIER STUDENTS TESTED SMtNO, DIVIDED «V NUHJIER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXfRESSED AS A ^ERCEHTAOE. 

♦ STANDARD ACE SCORE tSAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST. NONVERBAL BATTERV, FORM 1. 1971 EDITlnM 
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORH r.ROUF FOR CRADES 3. 5. 7, AN» 9 ARE^lOOl NATIONAL SD - wl . 

tt jSRADE EQUIVALENCE (66) DARIVES FROH IOHA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS. 'FOKM 5. 197i EDITION. THE HEANS^IN THe 



ERIC 



11)0 

3-98 



APPENDIX A ASSESSMENT PROCEDURES USED IN THE ACCOUNTABILltY 

' , - . PROGRAM - ■ ^ 



introduction 



Appendix A serves as a teqhnical reference sourgj 
describing the Assessment instriiments and pfqcedures used 
th;Ls 1973-1974 Accountability Program.^ As such, it will describe: 

(1) the instruments used to mea'sure student ability and student 
achl^evement and Vl:^ these particular; instruments were employed; 

(2) the definitioris of data items displayed in various tables; ' 
and (3) the formats of the various tables incorporated i^nto this 
Report — what is :jpresented, and what can and' what carniot be inter- 
prfe ted from the data that are displayedw : v ' 

- Although this 4.s a technical Appendix/ it is still 

iriLtended for intere s ted ci ti zens* who want a • fuller runder st anding : 
of this f xrs t year of educa tional accountability in Maryland . 
Toward idiis end. Appendix A and Appendix B Cqmplement ary ■j ^ S t a te - 
Level Data r are all written to present a description 'of proxje'dures 
used in and results obtained from the 1973'-1974 as*sessment p;rograin 



Instruments Used to Mecisure Academic Ability a,nd 
Academic Achie^^^ement^ , ' 



•nationally standardized measurement instruments 
administ^ed in Spring 1974 were the sources of d^ta collected on 
studerifc ability ^nd achievement. The Gqgnitive Abilities Test ^ 
(CAT) ^ Forw 1, 1971 edition, was used to measure student academic 
ability; and the Iowa ' Tests ' Of Basic Skills (IT6S)v Form. 5, 1971 . 
editionV was selected to assess aGademic achievemeht. ' - 



App A-1 ■ ' . . 



The ITBS 'was| employed for ^State-wide assessment of academic 
achievement in part because 17 of the 24 local school systems were 
already employing some edition of it as part of their regular testing 
programs. The Cognitiye Abilities Test was selected because, it had 
been normed on jthfe ' same population as" was th^fe XTBS", Both t^sts are 
used in various school systems throughout the country. ; 

- . ' r ^ * • 

' The ITBS cthd CAT were administered to, all Maryland public 

school children in grades 7 and 9 during the period. March 1 to .March 

" 31 and to children in .grades 3 and 5 during the period April 15 to 

May '.15. . - ' , ^ ■ ^ 

• - \ Gognltive Abilities Test 

' * The data presented heii'e :are from the Nonverbal Subtest 
pf the CAT. The Npnyerbal Subte^st;; was selected as the source df 
academic ability data Jbecause it does not require the ability to / 
. read 6r to do arithinetical computations. The test items involve 
neither words nor numbers . This test is intended to measure the 
student' s"* ability to, reason by using test questions that are not 
bound by formal school instruction. The te^t emphasizes the 
discovery of and flexibility in manipulating relationships expressed 
in iiguresyv symbols,, a^ It. has three parts; • ; 

^' * y Parp Iz ^ . - Figufjp^Classi^ (17 minutes) . ^ ^ 

, " ; Figfure Class if ication measures the ^ - 

^ ^ pupil's ability "to determine how a 

i * set of figuires are alike and then to ' . > 

; i select f^m five laltern^tives the one 

r / - that belongs with, the set. - : 

: * ^ Part .II; . Figure .Analysis (14 ininute^^ Figure \ ■■ 

' /'-'^ ^yy,- - ^ . ^ Analysis measures the pup^ 

' / ^ to det^inntiine how two figures are related * 

. • / / to each other and then to select, two 

■■'■- ■;' ■: -[: , :. f igures tha't are related in the same way,.:: ' 

. Part, lii:^ , 'j' ' Figure Synthesis (16 irlinutes) ♦ A Figure ■ , 
' ' Synthesis meiasures^ the pupil ' s ability^ A 

to select from alternative pieces those: 
V thatVwhen combined would form a particu- 



The scpfes .oif' the three parts, are combined to form a 
total Nonverbal Abilit^y Score. . The Nonverbal Ability Scores are ; 
set so that a score of 100 equals the average- score for any age 
group, A third grade\ class with an average Nonverbal, Score of V 
100 indicates that, i^;h . the j average, the students in that grade : 
did as well" on jthe te'^t of ; nonverbal reasoning as did students df 
their wage natipnally, ' « , 



iQwa Tests/'^f ^ Basic Skills 



The fo]^owing; eight tests of the ITBS were iselected for 
use as measurem^nt^^f academic achievement. The brief descriptions 
that .follow gi^e a general indicat^-on of the skills required for 
success on; each^ te^lt, 

I, fe^aj^ing' Skills 



[^ ^(17 minutes) , The Vocabulary Test 



measures the pupil ' s understanding of the mean- 
ingrs;Sof: words presented in sholft sentences , The^ 
^ v*P^i3- chooses, from among four a Itetniatives, the 

wo|:d • th^t has'^he closest meaning to. the key word. 

' . Reading; Comprehension (55 mintites) . The 'Reading 

. " Cpmprehension Test meai^ures the pupil ' s ability 

to recognize and understand stated or implied 
^^Mv»^r^ factual details and relationships ; to discern 

the purpose or main idea of a paragraph or selec- 
^tjion; to organize the ideas presented in a pelec- 
7t!i6n; and. to eValuate what is read. The test uses 
/.'''■'' H ■ ' ■ AsjhOrt Stories, factual articles, and poems as the 
bases. for the test item. ^ ' / 

II. Basic "Language Skills 

■ •■" • .", . ' ■ : ^ - ■ ■ ■ ■ ' .. - ^ -Ajt ■ •• ' 

Spelling (12 minutes) . The Spelling Test mea^ure^s 
the pupil's ability to recognize mistakes in Spell- 
i i}hg.^ Each test item presents "four words. The 

fupil indicates which, if any, of the words are 
/p . ! 



^ Capitalization (15 minutes). /The Capitalization 
Test measures the pupil's ability to ^recognize 
the words in a sentence whiclTi should be capitalized, 
The: pupil indicates the part of the sentence in 
Which, if any,, an error in capitalization occurs. 

■^^J'. -J 11)3 ' • ■ 
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Punctuatioix (20 mirlutes) . ' Ab^ity ' to* punc^^ 
: tested by having the pupil indicate the part ^^^d^ 
sentence or the part of a cprresporidence letter in 
which/ if any, an error in puctuation occurs. ' 

usage (20 minutes) . The Usage Test measures the 
pupil^s ability to use >^ords according to the 
standards of cocrectly written English^ The pupiL 
indicates the sentence iri whichi? if any , errors in 
the. us^ of verb forms, adjectives, .adverbs, etc. 
occur.. , ■'' ' ■■' < 



A total. Language score is obtained by adding together the 
grade eguivalence scores of the four*basic language skills tests and 
dividing the sum by four (4). ^ 

III, Mathematics Skills 

^ ■ Mathematics Concepts (30 minutes)* The Mathertiatics ' 

Concepts Test measures the pupil's ability to under- 
stand the number system and the terms and operations 
used in matheinatics * It goes beyond. the four funda- 
^ mehtai processes of addition, subtraction, multiplicarp^v 
tion and division by' .exploring concepts involved in 
currency, quantity, time, temperature, weight/ length, 
volume, working With whole numtiers, and working with 
decimals , 'fractions, per.cents, and ratios. The pupil 
' is presented , with a question and four alternative 
responses from which he is to select the one which 
best answers the question. 

Mathematics Problem Solving (30 minutes) y The intent 
iri this test is to measure the pupil's ability .to 
solve realistic problems; presented in situations "h 
V • might experienoe in everyday living^ The test does 
not require the pupil to compute ' the answer but to 
select the correct One from four stated alternatives. * 

A total Mathematics sebre is obtained by adding together 
the grade equivalenae scores of the twei mathematics tests and dividing 
.the suiti by two (2) . ' ' 

'I The achieTirement test scores aire expresseij as scores, 
read as Grade Equivalence scores* The first digit represents the . 
grade and the second digit the month within the grade. A GE of 
5.7 would be read, fifth grade seventh.' month. 



The academic ability and academic achievement data pre- 
sented in the tables of this Report are based on the average score 
made by a grade in a school* No data on individual students or 
ihdividuial classrooms were coliected.. Each local school system 
collected its own data on individual students and classrooins In 
relation to its pwn heeds for progr^un.oi: pupil appraisal and 
d!iagriosis*; ^ 

- 3 . Discussion of Tables Presented 

' .1 Presented herd are descriptions of table formats ^ 
definitions of items displayed and sources of data shown in the 
tables> by level of unit (State and local school system) . This 
discussion will assist the reader to learn exactly what data are 
shown/ so that proper interpretations can be made ancJ improper 
conclusions avoided* ' 

.2 State- level/School -System-level Tables 

• Table 1 Community and Public School 
Resources Profile 

This tabl^ summarizes basic resource character- 
istics at the State /school system level. The, source for the data 
* on community characteristics is the 1970 Census Bureau Publication 
PC(1) -22 Geheral^ Social and Economic Characteristics ^ Maryland. 
The dat^ for the item "Percent Disadvantaged— Schbol; Age Children 
are provided by Applied Orbaneti'cs , Inc./ using' 1970 Census data^ 

- v> Ma^yla^^ State , Department of Education publica- 
tions are the sources for the data on is chool staff characteristics 
and for school financial characteristics. 

155 

App A- 5 



\ 



Terms used in the Tab 1^; oh Community and Public Resources 
Profile are defined as follows: : ■ . • • , # 



i 
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Median Fartily jEhcb^ to the amount whiqh / J 

divides the ,d:^stributidn of total number of- ' . 

families in two equal groups^ one having incomes 
above the median and the otlief- having incomes 
• below the faedian. . 

• Disadvantaged School-Age Children refers to (1) , 
anyone living in a household with more than one 
person per room/ (2) anyone paying rent of $70 
per month or less / arid (3)' anyone living in a 

' home which has an assessed taxable base of 
$10/000 per year or less, 

• Average Administrator Salary ; principals, vice 
principals/ and adminisitrative assistants were 
considered "administrators • " 

Average Years Teaching Experience refers to total ' v 

years of teaching experience/ divided by total 

nuirfDer of teachers*. ' „ 

• Average Years Administrator Experijence refers to 
total years of administrative and/or teaching 
experience/ divided by total number of administra- ' 
tors. 

• School Level" Pupil/Staff Ratio : school level 
administrative staff / teachetS/ guidance counselors/ 

' librarians/ and therapists were considered "staff." f 

• Percent Average Daily Attendance (Attendance Rate ) 
was determined by .dividing the total number of days ^ 
of attendance by total number of days of membership 
(number of days a student was enrolled during the 
regular sch^ool session) . ' ' 

• r Total Per l^upil Cost includes such current expense 

V costs as health services/ pupil transportation^ and 
operation i!;and maintenance of plcirit/ as well as 
instructional costs / central office administrative 
costs / and pupil personnel coistsi. 

i '"' Per Pupil Instmotional Costs were -computed by total 
instructional expenditures/ including salaries of 
instructional personnel/ costs of , contractual services 
supplies and materials/ and other instructional costs / 
divided by average number of* pupils belonging (ANB) . 
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r " Per Pupil Administrative (Central Office) Costs 

were computed by total administrative costs; 
including salaries of central of f ice . administratortSr 
costs of coniraidtual services, s\applies. and mater- 
ials/ and ertSner administrative costs, divided by ANB. 

' • Per Pupil Pupil Personnel Costs wete computed by total 

expenditures , including salaries by pupil personnel 
staff (counselors, psychologists) , cost of contractual 
services^ supplies and materials, and other pupil per- 
sonnel costs, divided by ANB. 

• Averages were computed by dividing the total amount . 
by the total number of cases. 

• Table 2 Nonverbal Ability (Average Standard " 

Age Score) and Academic Achievement 
(Grade Equivalence) , by Skill Areas 

This Table presents average Nonverbal Ability 
Scores for May land schools fas. measured by CAT) . . The averages were 
computed from thei individual student scores in the desiignated grades 
in each schpol. Also presented are average Grade Equivalence scores 
(derived from ITBS) for Maryland schools, computed; from individual^ 
student scores. Standard deviations are provided in each case to 
indicate the variability of the groupjs. The ^footnotes on the Table 
explain the dolumn headings. 

•the following is an explanation of . the symbols arid abbrevi- 

■ • * 

ations appearing^on the Tables. 

^ ■ ... 

• * It , ' ' ' ■ ■ : 

, Average 'SAS - the average Standard Age Scope computed by 
grade for the State/local sqhool system.^ 

SB - the Standard deviation fplE^ the State/local - . 



system' scores. This measu^tfS provides ah 
indication of the spread qt variability of 
thQ scores in the distribui;tibn* 



Average iGE - the average Grade Equivalance* achievement 
// score computed by grade: ^ior each subtest " 

> and for language total and mathematics 

total scores. . 
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Appendix Bs ^ ' complementary state-level data 



,1 • introduction 

Presented in this Appendix B are data--*coinpleinentary to 
assessment data obtained ^from the ITBS and CAT— -tljiat . also illus- 
trate how educational accountability in Maryland is progressing. 
These results come from three sources: the Maryland Basic Skills 
Reading Mastery Test ; an examination of how Well Maryland students 
are doing on the CEEB Admissions Testing Program ; and the Maryland 
High School Graduate Follow-Up 'Study, 1973 , ^ * 

As these programs reflect different aspects of educational 
accountability, each will be discussefi in its own section; 

.2 The Maryli^nd Basic Skills Reading Mastery Test 

.1 In 1970, the Maryland State Board of Education 
adopted the improvement of reading as one of its priorities. As 
one approach to the problem, Maryland educators looked at reading 
from a^ practical point of view. They wanted to know what basic n. 
minimum reading skills pupils^ would need to function and survive 
in the 1970 's. This approach was in accord with the national 
emphasis. The National Right to Read Program had proposed for its 
goal* that. 99 percent of the adult population of the TJnited States 
bav functional readers by 1980. The late U.S* Commissioner Of 
Education/ James Allen, had stated that a function?il reader was 
one who could read well enough to live and survive in his society. 
The U»S. Office of Education had only defined thig^skills required 
for functional reading at the adult level. The reading specialists 
in the Maryland' St^te Department of Education (MSDE) , with the help 
of local educators and' civic and business groups, defined functional 
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reading skills objectives at the el.ementary and secondary level. 
According to Journal of Reading ^", Maryland is the only state to 
have made such an attempt. " • 

After haying established functional reading skills objec 
' tivei^ for 12-year olds ^ 15-year, olds, and 18-year olds, MSDB was 
"bharged with the responsibility of developing a test which jWpuXd 
•measure attainment of these objectives w ) " , 

• 2 . Development of Lnstrument 

In 1972, reading- specialists from MSDE and local . 
schpol systems, in conjunction with Services for Educational, 
Evaluation, Inc., as consultants, developed three forms (A for 
^sixth grade, B for tenth grade and C for twelfth grade) of 'a 
"Basic Skills Reading Mastery Test." The'test was developed as a 
criteriolfi-'teferenced (see P, 1-8) measure to assess functional 
reading skills in (1) following wri1;ten directions, (2) locating 
references, (3) gaining information, (4) using forms, and (5) . 
assessing pupil s&iection of reading as a personal activity.' 

... ^ In 1973, the test was firs,t administered to all 
pupils, including Special Education students, in grades 6, 10, 'and 
12 in the public schools of Maryl.and.. Form A was administered .to'; 
approximately 20,500 sixth-grade pupils. Form B to approximately 
18,000 tenth-grade pupils, and Form C tb approximately 13,000 

twelfth-grade pupils. . • . 

^ ' ■ r . ^ ' , . ■ ■ ■ ■ 

This initial , administration was' the first stage of a 
project to develop a* refined, final Basic Skills Reading Mastery 
Test instrument." On the basis of the r:esults obtained in' 1973, the 
forms were revised and readministered in. the Spring of 1974 1 From 
this testing frame^ another revision and readministration program 
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will be implemented in the Spring of 1975^ testing $ill pupils in 
the respective grades. • ' ^ 

« • • ■ . * 

in 1973r the Maryland State Board of Education ; 
incorporated into its five State goals for reading two 'goals related 
to functional reading skills; i•.e.^ Maryland students will 

(1) meet the reading. demands for functioning in society and ' 

(2) select reading as a personal activity* The'r;esults from the* 
^initial 1973 admnistration <)f the Basic Skills Reading' Mastery 
Tesi: have been inc^yded as part of the first accountability report. 

Data are reported grade-by-grade for four functional 
reading skills areas: <1) following written directions; \ 
(II) ^ locating references;. (Ill) gaining information'; (IV) using . 
forms. Student reading as^a personal activity' (V) is summarized \ 
in one seotion -for all thte'e grades. / \ 

.3 Sample Questions 

■ ' ■ * ' ■■ ■ . " 

; f ' ■ iV . 

. • _ ■ % « • • ' ■'. . 

Following are examples af the .test; guestions con-s - 
tained in the Bas$c Skills Reading Mastery Test,, In each example^ 
the reading category is given; the specific, objective under that 
category; and the test question used to measure magtery of that 
objective. . . * - 

Category I - Following Directions 

Objective - Students will read to follow 
directions written in sequential order - , 
% . to prepare food from a recipe. . . 

Test Question (From test for 10th grade) 

Read the directions the box b.elow for 
making soujp. • Use this information to^ 
^ • . help you, answer questions 22-24. \ 

♦ • ' * \' .-.'^ ' . ' ' . • ' . ' " *» 

;.■ ; ; • . ' im .', ' 
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- AIRECT3:0NS FOR MAKING SOUP 

Open caln. , * / . ^ p 

Einpty coriteni into pan anij-^stir. 

Aad one can of water and stir *,,^ ' 

Heat to boiling , stirring occasionally;; Serve, 

- "■* * \ ^ ■ ^ . ■ . ■ » 

^^Xpr^^ rxcher slDup, use one can of milk' 
instead of water, ' 
Makes about 2 1/2 cups soup. , 



Mark th^ letter on your answer sheet that 
corresporids to\ the one best answer . / \ 

22. . What can you add to make the'^ soup richer? 
^A. One dan of water 
B. * One can' of milk 
. C. 1/2 cUp water and 1/2 cup milk * • . 
D. Two. cups.^of water ' ' . 

Caibe'gory 2 - Locating References * ^' 

Objective Students will read to l't)cate 

^ ^references within an almanac for use in 
. , school, at a job, or at home by utilizing 
the table of contents, index/ glossary, 
. "kpjpendijt/ footnotes, bibliography , and ^ 
heaiding^- or subheadings. 

... '-^ . ' ' \ ' ■ ■ 

Test Question (Prom test for 6th gride) 

Use the almanac index in the box* to 
answer question 20. . 



Netherlands' 


34 


New Hampshire 


676 


Area, Capital 


Agriculture 


700 


Cities 


583 


Altitude 


140 


Painters (noted) 


259 


Counties 


"454 • 


Rulers 


251 


Museums 


676 


TSf/therlands Antilles 




Taxes ' 


107 


45 
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20. Jane wants to 'kngw the rulers df the 

TSTetherlands. Where should she ^ look? , > / 
. A. Page 251 ' f . . 

B. Page-528 • ' ' ' ' " ^ 

C. Page 544 
. D. Page 545 

• ' • . ■ • * ■ . ■ . . . 

Category 3 - Gaining Informatiorf ^ , • 

Objective^ - Students wil^ read to elxcxt 
necessary information for a vocation 
from want ads. 

Test Question (From test for loth grade) 

•In the box on the left is a list of 
companies 'who are looking for employees. 
To answer questions 18-21 mark the letter 
on^ your answer sheet which corresponds v ' 
^ to the job for which the person is be^t ^ ^ 
qualified. 



A. Opening for experienced linotype operator 
'and a composition floor or lick-up man. ^ 
Contact Mr. Bobby Hall^ Midland Press Inc.^ 
Spericer, Maryland. 

• • . * ■ 

.1 b/ Experienced Cook neejjjad. Lunch and dinner 
hours. Good pay ^/^goodN working conditions. 
References required^ apply' in" person . 
Mike ' s*" Cafe r 2X7 N. Walnut. 

C. In Desperate Need of lead guitar player 
for rock group. Please phone 332-6808. ^ 

i). RN or LPN full time qr part time. 
7-7:30 and 3-11:30 shift available. 
..Pay commensurate with experience. 
339-^1657/ after 5 p.m. 336-5578. - 



18. Jaji6 McDonald 

Register!^ Nurse 

19. _Mt. J.. Pish 

Experienced Cdok' 

20 . - Bobbie Haven 

Guitarist 

21. ^ Robprt Bruce 

Type-setter 
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Category 4 - On^ers'tanding Forms . . 

Objective - Sttadents will read to report^ 

personal Information on* application forms. 

Test Questions (From te^t for 6th grade) ^ 

Use the Cheerios Qame Coupon in the box 
to answpr gues^tions 26-28^.. 

162: ^;^ ■ ■■. 
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Gheerios Game Offer 

^^.E riclosed is' 1 
Gheerios Cereal 
game ' Offer Special 
Seal plus $1.00. ' 



SEND TO: 



Gheerios Gereal 
Game Offer 
Box 7060 

Rockland, Minn. 50046., 



Name 



Address 



Estate - • Zip 



Be sure to include zip code. to ensure proper delivery. 
Offer good in all states except where prohibited . Offer 
expires September 30, 1972. Allow 2 weeks 'for delivery. 



26. Jimmy wants to get the game that he saw 

offered on tlie cereal box. What myst he send? 

A. '$2.00 • ' 

B. , $1^00 plv^s the. special seal ■ ^ ■ y 

C . A boxtop 

D. A game plus $1.00 • 



Statewide Siyth-Grade Results on the Basic Skills* 
Reading Mastery Test (1973) 

(I) Follovying Directions ^ 

The test questions in this are^ assessed 
pupil ability to interpret basic directional 
type vocabulary and to follow directions 
written in a sequential order. 

• , ' ■ ^ 

For each of three questions on following directions 
ror the use of park play equipment^ the following 
percentages of students responding were able to 
select 'the correct answers: 

question 1 - 72%, Question 2 - 85%/Question 3 - 81% 



A. 
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B,' For each of three questions' on information presented 
in a weather map, the lEbl lowing percentages of 
students resppnaing were able to select the 
. correct answers: . I 

Question 1 - Question :2 r 66% , Question 3, - 74% 

• . . , - » . • • . 

C, For each of three questions on the rules' for playing 
a'^game, the following percentages of students 
. responding w6re able to select the connect answers: 

' V ' "'^/^ 

Question 1" - .69%, Question. 2 - 68%V CWH^tion 3 - 65% 

D. For one question on 'following study rules, the 

following percent- of students responding were able 
to select the correct answer: 



Question 1 - 59% 




(II) Locating References 

• * The' test questions in this area assessed 

pupil ability to utilize tables of contents, 

' ^ ■ • ' • " • f 

indices^ headings to lQcia.te information* 

or on e guestion on information in an atlas index, 
the i£ol lowing .percent of students responding Were 
able to select' the correct answer: ^ 

Question 1 - 77% 

' B. For each of t W& questions on . information in. a news- 
paper index / the following percentages of students 
' . * responding were able to select the correct answers: 

Question 1 - 78%, Question Z 78% ... ' . 

' '. ^ ' ■ ' ^ 

C. Eor^e^ch of four question^" on information contained 
, "t; M a real estate map in an advertisement for apart- • 

. . j -^ments, -the following percentages of students; responding 
' 'Were able to selectVthe correct answers: 

Ouestion'i - 70%.> Question 2 - 9'2%, Qilifestion 3 - 93%, Question 4 - 76% 
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^dr ^a'ch of three quest on .ihfontmtion rQntAvnp^rii: 
in a book index, ^the f pli:fe|/irig percentages; of ' 
students . responding werel^;a^le to select the correct : > 
answers::.- :/...* ■.■■:■-■•■, • fif ■ • • ■ ■ --^i:': ■■% 

89%, Questipn-2 r 40%, Qu^l^ 87?^;^ -^ | v 

J|or eac^^ of three questioriis on^ infornjiatiori eorltained ' 
/ on a page of r a dictionary / the f olldwuig percentages 
of , ftudenfcs responding ^ to s^ect the . C 

correct answers : r : ^ ^ \ ^ 

Question 2' - 59%, Queifion 3 7 84^^ 

^ For each bf , two questiona"- (bn information presented /• 

in an almanabj index, th4 following percentages of ' ■ 

students re^pbnding were able td select 'the v . \ 

correct answers: ' I v :* 

73%, Question -2 5- 88% V . V 

' ' -'^ ' -■ ."^ - ■■-■> « • ' " ■ ■-- 

(IIlX GainingH Inf ortnatigfi ^ - • : 

- ' • • : •-• 

The test\questions irijthis area assessed pupil 
knowledge of ;[ the meaning of words a,nd ability td 
*®lioit information from newspaper' articles, factual* 
articles , ads , and the li'k^ 



The following percentages of 'students responding • . : 
were able to correctly identify the meaning of / . 
the following words: * ^ ^ 

1. gallon 94%/ \ ' ; . ' ' 

2. forecasts 94% ^ * 

3. hope ; 94% ; 

4. . patriotic 94%;^ ' ' 

5. procession 94% \ ' n 

For each of fotir questions jqn information contained ' 
in a grocery ad., the following percentages" of ^ 
students responding' were able to select the. 
correct answers: >^ • | ^ ^ 

84%, Question 2'^- 62%, Question 3 - 70%, Question 4 - 80% 
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.Eqx: each d£ >two Questions on inif orinatiop contained . 
in a factuar article, the following percentages of ^ 
sttidente r'esbonding were able tq; select the correct 



answers ; 

Question 1 - 40% r QueVtioriv 2 46%^^^ 



(ly) Using llorins 



, The test-yquestions in this area assessed 
pupil ability to gain, infdrmatid^n from such 
f orm's Cas sox:ial secu^^ity forins> enro^lm 
cards , and coupons . X ' ;^ 

A,, For each of; two questions ^on the informationjeon-^ • 
tained .dn ;^n enrollment Gsird^ 

tages of students respoiniding^ able to select the 

... correct answers : 



"^Question 1 - 78%^ Qu^stibnv 2 - 72% . 



. * ' &• For each - djir iJiree questions on,^ a ycoiJ^on offering a _ 
• « . >^ game, the SpTlov^ to select ^ ^ 

^ the, correct answers :| / * : ' v ^ j ■ 1 

Question 1! - 90^/ Q^e;StiOn^>^ Question 3 >- 78% . T \ V 

:C* «For . one quesiton on a cou^oh of fef ing ^mile Sticker3 ■ 
vfor sale, the following percent of students respondiiig 
^ V we^re able to seXeqt the ;corref<^t answer r ^ • 

Question- 1 67^ ' ' " ■ ' • 

. ■ ■ . ' •'■ y " ., ■ - ■ ■ . . . ■ . 

. ^ .5 Statewide Tenth-Grade , Results on Basic Skills 
Readiiig t^ltery Test (1973) ^ . 

. - > ; The test questions \in t^hijs area assessed pyipil 

. . • ability to interpret directional type vo and 

Y : ; V to: follow (&reotid^^^ a sequential order. 



-I '■■.\ . 
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■■■■■■ ■■:■.■„■:■.■ .■■■ ':• ■ i 

; j Pcj^ two questions on foHowing directj-oris ' ; 

^^/^V ^ \/ / V ior operati an oven, tJhe folJLowing perce ..i 
V ; { / ^Qf students responding were ^ select the . 

'■'"t corredt answers : • .^y] . ■ 

• ■■• .J \ - i'' - •■ •■ ■ «■ ■■ ~ r ■ - - * ■. ■ ■ ■ . ■ - ' ' ■ . ^ : y " ■ ' ■ ' ■ ' ■ 

■ / •■■ . ' ••• •. -'^ J . - . , . . . -.. ... .-v.W. 

: / B > ; For each. Of three questions oh following directions if'^ 

^ . foir making: soxjip/ the following perpentages pf^ vC 
f. > students respqndliAg wre 

M-,^ ■ : 

Question 1- 91%/ Question 2 - 96% ^ Question 3 ^- • ,4' 

c ■ .1 'C. ^ l|or each of: two questions oh fQllowiixg directions 

' kijr . \ for choosing a Child ci|re center^ the following 

' -^^i^ ^ ^1 — -T ^ percentages of ' students reeponding were, able to/ 
* \, / , siel0ct* t±e correct answe^^ 

- Quej^tion 1 - 69% / Questldn 2 - 93% / / ; ^ ^ 

\ * ■ D. For each of two questions on foiloi&/i'ng directions on^'; 

' ' V. ' the. legal ''hours ' of pinplby 

: - ' ing percentages of students r^^ able to 

/•^^elect the correct; answers:"^ 

QueSitxon r - 58%r QuesttiOn 2 - -61%- ' 

^ ■ ■■'■■^ , , ' ( . , : ^ r-' • . - ' • ■ ■ ' ' • --'^v 

E. For each -of two questions on following >dir^ctions <: 
^ ^ foq: sewing a pattern/ the following percentages of 

: > ' r students re spori^cl^^^ were able to select the correct 

"answeif's;" ^-/'^ . 



Qfiestion^ 1 r- 90%, Question 2 - 90% ^ 

(II) Locating References 



The test questions in this area assessed 
pupil ability' to utilize 'tables of contents , • 
indices ^ .headings . to locate information. 



A* For each of two , questions on information in a 
telephone directory, the following perceintages 
of students regE)onding were able to select the 
- . correct answers: 



Question 1 - 96%, Question 2-86% 

' ••■■.vV, : ' i£7 , 

.; * App B-io 



B. * For each of two questions on information in ah 
\- ; .almanac/ the followihg percentages of Students 

, responding were able to select the correct answers: 

' ■ ■ . . ' ■ ■ • ■ , ' ' ■ ' ' • • . " ■ ' • , ■ • . 

Question 1 - 84%, Qtiestion 2 95% y ^ • ^ 

C. . For^each of foj^r questions on information^ founjd on ■ 

a grpQery cashfi register tapis, the following per- 
cent9.c[es of s1;.tidents responding were able -to select ► 
• the correct answers: rr ' 

Question 1 -83%, Question 2 - 50%, Question 3 - 91%, Question 4 - 55% 

• "(III) Glainirig Information r 

: y The test questions in this area assessed 
> pupil knowledge of the meaning of words and 

^ - ability to elicit information f|:6m factual V 

artxcl^s, /advertisements , and the; like. } 

*'■'*• . . ■ ■ 

A. For . each of thr^^e questions -on informatioh contained 
in a factual article, the foilbwing percentages of 
students respohding were able to select t|ie' correct 

• • answers: , - ' S 



Question 1 - 94%, v^tae&tion 2 - 91% ,^ Quesliori 3 - ,83% | / ' 
• * . \' /. _ ' ' ' ' , - ■ '■' ■ i 

B, For' each of four questions on information^ contained 
in ah. employment advertisement, the following per- 
centages of students rsspondiAg^ were abi^ to'seiefct 
the correct artjSwers : f 

n ■ ■ ' i . ■ .. '''^ ■ ' ^' ■ ' ^ ■ ■ 

Question i - 91% , Question '2 ^- 9 2% , Question 3 - 88%> Question 4 - 95% 

, C, The followinig^^ of students responding w4re 

- able to correStly ide^itify the meaning of th6 foiroW?- 
ing words: . ^> ^ - ^ ^ \ 

* i; illegal 92% ^ / < 

2. descent 62% * 

D, For each of three questions on information contained/ 
in a grocery adtyertisement, the following percentages ' 
" of. students responding were able to select the correct 
answers: ^ , « 1 . 

. .> ■. • 

Question 1 - 56%, Queistion 2 - .53% , Question ^ 3 - 82% 

». . t' • - ... 

■ ■■■■■ - \ . , \ 

' ' : . . ^ ^^s - ■ ■ \] 

^ >'••.■ 
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(IV) Using Forms s ? ; 

. The test questions in' this area assessed 
pupil ability to in information from, ^.uch 
forms as applicatiQn forms^ . cdupp^ etc. 



A» For each of two questions on a, coupdn for a fre^f^.- 
mobile -home inspection/ the following percentages^ , 
/)\ of students responding were able to select the , * 
j correct answer;^: i / , A.^r * 

Questidii 1 ^- 89%, Question 2 - 73% . \ - 

• ■ / ' 

'■:':[ B> For each of three questions on the information con- 

■ tained in an enrollmeht card/ the fbllowing percent- 

-\ * ' . ages of students responding were, able tq select the 
; I . correct answers: ; 

Question 1 - 95%, Question 2 - 93%, Question 3-- .85% ' i - 

C. For each Of foUr questi0ns/on t^ie xnforma'tion con- 
, tained in ,:an application form for a U.S. Savings 

Bond/ the' following percentages of students < 
responding were able to select the correct answers: 

•Questibn 1 - 91%/ Question 2 - 59%^ Question 3 - 95%/ Question 4 - 75% 

.6 Sta^tewide Twelfth-Grade Results on the Basic Skills 
Reading Mastery Test (1973 ) 



I - (1) Following Directions / * .. 

' ^ .• ' • ' it ■ - ' _ . 

• The test questions in this area assessed 

pupil ability to intetpret basic direct^ibnal 
• type vocabulary and to follow directions written 
^ . in h sequential order. 

A, - For each of three questions on .directions for voting 
with a voting machine/ the following percentages of 
. ' students responding were able to' select the correct ;^ 

% ■ ^ answers : 



Question 1 - 85%, Question 2 - 91%/ Questibn 3 - 91% 
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*R. For each of five questiQngi on^.£olIowing company \^ 
• . rules / the following perceriLta^es' of stud^ 

responding/were able to select <the correct answers:. 

Question 1 - 81%, .Question ,2 - 81%y Question/3 - '87%/ 
Question 4 - 71%> ^Question 5 - 62% -^v^ .\- ' . v 

/ ' C. For; each of two questions on thevrate periods f ol: 

r placing telephone calls the fpliowing) percentages 

of students responding weKe abJ^J to select the 
«^ correct answers: -v' -7 ' ./v ■ r . 

Qiiestio^ 1 - 52% ^ Question. 2 - 54% / / ^ J . 

' ■■. (II)' Locating Ref erexlces ^ ^^^^vtVi^VjT 

. - , The test question? in^ this area assessed 

' pupil abilitjrAo utilize jtabXes of ^con tents r 

»i/ ^ indices/ headings to locate' information. 

A. por each of two- questions on tfte information in an 
annotated" bibliography, .the foXlowihg percentages 
of students responding were ablV to/ select (the 



) correct answers: ^ 



;Question JL - 69,% , Question ^2 - 88% ' ^ \ ' t* 

I B\ '"'For. each of four questions, on tlj^e inf orntattioni . ^ 
contained in an encyclopedia, index r the following 
pergentages of students responding were able to ' ' 
select the correct answers: - ■ - 

Question 1 - 85%, "Question 2 - 83%, Question 3 - 89%, Question 4 -58% 

■ *'■''."■ .V 

e. For §ach of three questions on infOj^atfbn contained 
in a library index / the following peircentages, of 
students responding were able to select the correct 
answers : : : . 

Question 1 - 8i?i, Question s2^^ 72%, Question 3 - 75% 

D. For each o& four questions on information recorded / 

. . on a grocery cash register tape, the following 

" . percentages of studentis responding were able to • 

' select the correct answers: 

Question 1 ^ 87%, Question 2 - 92%, Question 3 - 92%, Question 4 - 70% 

' ■» ■ ■ - . ■ . ■■170.' ^ \ .• ■ 
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(ill) Gaining /information . . . 

* ^ / C The tes-l: questions in this area assessed 

. pupil knowledge of .the 'pieaning of words and 
. ^ ability to ^licit information, from newspaper. 

* articles, factual arti'cle^y ads, and the like, 

A. For each of two jguestions on ' inf oannation contained 
in an excerpt frOm an Occupations Handbook , the 
; following percentages ' of students responding were 

able to select the correct answers:^ 

Question 1 - 74%, Question 2 - 91% / ' 

B* For each of four questions on qualifications for 
employment, the following percentages of gtudent3 
. responding were able to select the correct answers: 

Question 1 - 92%, Question 2 - 91%, CJuestion 3 - 94%, Question 4 - 93% 

* ■ "-' 

C. For each of five Questions on information contained 

in an appliance warranty, the following, percentages ' 
of students responding were able to select the correct 

answers: ' ^ 

... , 

Question 1 - 83%, Question 2 - 84%, Question 3 - 81%, 
Question 4 - 91%, Questioh 5— 64%\ 

D. For each of three questions on information contained 
in a paragraph from a biology textbgok, the following 
percentages of students responding were able to select 
•yie correct answers: 

Question. 1 - 67%, Question 2 - 52%, Question 3 - 68% 

E. For each of two questions on information on employ- 
ment of minors, the following percentage^ of 
students responding werd- able to select the correct . 
answers : ;^ 

Question 1 - 76%, Question 2 - 60% 

(IV) Using Forms 

The test questions in this area assessed 
Q pupil ability to qain information from such 

forms as social security forms, enrollment cards, 
and coupons. 
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A. For each 'of twd Questions on a coupon, for ordering 
a shaver^ the .following percentages of students 
responding were able to select the correct answers: : 

Question 1 - 19%^ Question 2 - 91% 

■ , Bis__ ^ For - each of thre^ questions on the p.nfonnatxon con^ 
' tained in an apartment lease ^ the foJ.lowing per- » 

centages of students responding werq able to select 
the correct answers.: 

Question 1 85%^ Question 2 ^ 90%, Question 3 - 73% 

C. For each of t!hree questions on the information con- 
taihed in an japplication form for welfare benef3).tS/ 
. the following percentages of students responding 
• we're able to select the correct answers: 

Question 1 - 93% ^ Question 2 - BQ%, Question 3 - 53% 

. D. For each of five questions on information contained 
on a. Pre-Flacement Health Status Examination form ^ , 
the following ..percentages of students responding 
were able to s^elect the correct answers : 

Question 1 - $8%/ Question 2 - 66%, Question 3 - 87% , 
Question 4 - 91%, Question 5: -^ 54% 



• 7 Percentages of Student:^ ^o Indicated They Selected 
Reading as a Personal Activity ^ (1973) ^ 

A. Percentages of Students Responding Indicated They 
Read About Their Hobbies 

6th grade 10th grade 12th grade 

78% 70% 76% 

B. Percentages of Students Responding Who Rated Them- 
selves as Average or Above Average Readers 

•■ ■ ' ■ ' ■ ■ ' . 

6th grade IQth grade 12th grade 

89% . 88%. ' . 87% 

"c. Percentages of ^ Students Responding Who Indicated That 

They Always or Most of the Time Understand the' Required 
Reading in School 

6 th grade 10 th' grade 12th grade 

77% .75% . 79% 
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D. Percentages of Students Respiondii^g Who:^ Indicated 
' " That The^ Spend From One to Si>c flours a Week 
Reading 5pr Pun During Their Vacation 

6th grade 10th grade* - 12th grade 

63% ; ^ 57%. , / 67% 

1 ■ ■ " ■ \ • ' ' ' 

Percentages of Students Responding Who Indica'ted 
They Enjoined Reading As a^j^pare! Time Activity, 

6th grade^. MOth gr/de, ' ^ 12th grade . 

; 60%' ' . 43S^ ^ 48% ' ' 

, 3 Scholastic Aptitude and Academic Achievement of Selected 

College^Bound High School Seniors in Maryland Comparied 
with a National Sample * 

One way of getting an indication of the, effectiveness of 
schooj .syst:em9 in Maryland is by comparing ;the . pfer of 
Maryland students with student per fbrmdnce acrpss the country on 
the Admission Testing Prdgram^ administered by a nonpublic national. 
organization^ the College Entrance 'Examination Board. The ATP is 
organized to; help higher Educational institutions select students • 
for admission. 

, :> . • . • . 

'. * 

- . • V ■ ' ■ ' ' 

In the two-battery series of ATP^ i.e.-r Scholastic ^ 

Aptitude Test (SAT) and Achievement Testsj^ the meain scot6s of 
Maryland high school seniors for the years 1972-1973 and 1973-1974 
were consistently higher than national norms. Tables APP B-1 and APP 
B-2 present the comparison of Maryland high school seniors with the 
National Sample on the Scholastic Aptit:ude Test for- the years 1972-73 
and 1973-74 resE^feCtively an<^ Tables APP B-3 and APP B-4 on Achieve- 
ment Test Scores for the years 1972-73 and 1973-74 respectively. 



^Source: College Board Summary Reports (1972-73 and 19l73r;74 High 
School Seniors Composite Nvational Report) . /Princeton r 
N.J. : College Entrance) Examinat^icjn Boards Admissions 



Testing Program. K 
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Tables APP B-1 and APP B-2 shdW that the mean of Maryland 
Students for the SAT was nine points higher than the National Sample 
for the Verbal^ection during 197^-73 and eight points higher durp-ng 
'the year 1973-74. For the Mathematics 'section 'of the SAT ^ the mean 
of Maryland students was seven points higher during? 1973-74 • 

. Tables APP B-3 and APP B-4 ^ reveal that the achievement' 
mean/ of Maryland students foi^ 1972-73 were 25 'points above, the ' 
National Mean for English Composition, "Si; points higher in Mathema- 
tics Level 1, 17 points higher in Biology, 26 points higher in Chemi 
tryi.'* 21 points higher in American History, and 12 points higher in 
rench,, and during 1973-74 25 points higher in English Composition, 
H.4 points , higher^jjag Matllfcmati^s Level 1, .11 poa^nts higher in BiqlpgY 
22 points higher in Chemistry, 27 points higher in American' History , 
and 3 points higher in French^ 

'it may be pointed ou't that sirice the students from Mary- 
land took the test voluntarily,* they may not be representative of 
all high school seniors in. the State, However,, th? consistently; 
higher meahs for Maryland- students -as compared .with thd national^ 
sample provide- some indication bf the effectiveness of Schpol 
isystems in Maryland, T » . 
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TABLE APP B-1 \ ' • ' 

. SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST (SAT) SCORES OF SELECTED . 
COLLEGE-BOUND HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS IN MARYLAND 
COMPARED 'WITH A NATIONAL SAMPLE FOR 1972-73 





VBRBMi 


MATH 


• STORE 


HARYLAND 
, SAMPI^E , 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 


MARYtANb ' 
SAMPLE 


NATlbNAL 
SAMPLE 




NUMBER 


% 


NUMBER . 


% 


NUMBER 


1 


NUMBER 


% 


< 

750-800 . 


57 


0 


1^793 


0 


■ "■;226-' . j 


i 


8,780 


1 ' 


J 

700-749 ; , / 


333 


.1 


10,744 


1 


644 


3 


22,808 


2 


650-699 • V 


. 817 


^3 


27,242 


3 


1,576 ^ 


6 


54,535 


5 


600-649 


1,714 


7 


58,477 a 


6 


2,248 ^' 
3,546 


9' 


82^906 


8 


550-599 
• 


2,410 


d 


86,810 


9 


14/ 


^ 133,072 


13 


500-5-49 


3,659 


^14 


134,485 


13 


^4,165 


16 


158,919 


16. 


450-499 


4,322 




169 ,790 


17 


3,873 


15 


157,216 ' 


1^ ' 


400-449 , ^ 


4,209 


16 


172,090 


17' 


3,639 


14 


' .149,700 , 


15 . 


350-399 . 


3,865 


>15 


160,465 


16 


2,fl04 


11 


^ 117,219 


12 


30q-349 


2^4^ 


10 


109,045 


11 


2,000 


8 


85,098. 


•1 1, 


250-299 • 


1,445 


6 


63,169 


6' 


^887 


3 : 


38,798 


4 


?00Hr249 Y 


445 


/ 2 


20,743 , 


2 


134 


1 


5,653 


1 


' NUMBER 

MEAN 
i STD DEV\ 


25,744 
454 

110 




1^014,853 

. 445 • " 
^08 • 


25^742 
t 488 ^ 
114- 


1,014,704 
481 
113 





LEVEL • . ' . 

Ik-- ■ . ■ 

\ ' - ' '' ■■ ■ ■ ■ ■ d 

: TABLE APP ; ' 
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SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST (SAT) SCORES OF. SELE.CTED 
COLLEGE-BOUND HIGH SCHOOL Sf'NIORS IN MARYLAND 
COMPARED WITHo A NATIONAL SAMPLE FOR 1973-74 , ' 





» 


^ VfiRBAL 


MATH 




SCQRB ^ . 


MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 


MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 


NATIONAL '} 
SAMPLE 1 






NUMBER 1' 


NUMBER 


1 


NUMBER 




NUMBER 


% 




750-800 


80 0 


2,305 


0 


311 


1 


9)871 


1 




700-749 


404 2 


12,372 


* 1 


738 


3 


26,371 


3 




650r699 


891 3 


,2r,716 


3 


1»454 


6 


54,029 






600-649 . 


1,573 6 


55^373 


6 


2^251 


• 9 


79,573 


8 




550-599 


2,468 10 


86,364 




3,139 


12 


120,281 


12 




500-549 


3,476 13 


126,116' 


. 13 


3,833 


15 


141,930 


14 »V 




450-499 


4,266 16 


160,509 


16 


' 4,166 


16 


158,167 


16 




400-449 


4,281 * 17 


165, 007^^ 




•3,702 


14 


144,058 


15 




350-39^ 


3,752 15 


155,471 


16 


. 3,005 


• 12 


117,864 


12 ' 




. 300-349 


2,624 10 


* 111,785 


11 


2,247 


9 


91^588 


9 ' 


\ 


250-299 


1,512; . 6 


60,095 


6 


d98 


3 


36,764 


4 


'J . 


200-249 


535 2 


, 21,126 


2 . 


115 


0 


' 4,619 


0 


■' ^ % . 

\ 

'■'f . 


NUMBER 
MEAN 

STD. DEV. 


25,862 

112' 


985, 2il^ 
444 
110 


25, 


.859 " 
485 
116 


985 


,115 
480 
116 
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ACHIEVEMENT JEST SGOREs\dP SELECTED COLLEGE- - 
BOUND HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS, IN MARYLAND COMPARED 
WITH A NATIONAL SAMPLE FOR .Ji972-73 



SCORE 



EMGLISH CGHPGSITIGN 



MARYLAND 
SAMPLE 



NUHI£R 



NATIONAL ^ 
SAHRLE 



, NUMBER 



MATH LEVEL i 



MARYLAJNP 
SAMPLe 



NUMBER 



NAT.IONAL 

Sj^HP LE 



NUMBER 



BIOLOGY 



MA.ftYLAND 
SAMPLE 



NUMBER 





NAT'IONAL 


1 




SAMPLE 




X . 


NUMBER 


X 




w . 




3 


' li«66l 




7 


2i7B3 


' 6 


%0 


4,435 


U 


14 


6i259 


iz 


17 


7,587 


fl5 


%5 * 




^'l6 


16 


7,735 


a.5 


1% 


6,038 


3.2 


5 


4,04$', 


' i 


Z 


If 765 




0 


I 297 


1 


0' . 


.6 


0 



750-8bO 
700-749 
650-699 
600-649 
550-599 
500-549 
450-499 
400r449 
350-399 
300t349 
250-299 
200-249 



f. 



2 
6 
11 
44 



163 

39?, 

734 

884 
l,p75 ^ 16 
1|060 I,, i'6 

886 -.l.'-i4 

683 

431 
: 195 
38 
5 



10 

Y 

1 

0 



3,705 
11,139 
22,469 
30,272 
41,730 
46,291 
45,528 
36,070 
23,922 
10,915 

2,897 
•258 



1 

' 4 
8 
11 
15 
17 
17 
13 
9 
4 
• 1 
0 




4t424 
9,338 
18,707 
29,289 
34,524 
39,703 
32,708 
25,944 
I2i231 
3f553 

Wol 

. 12 



Z' 
4 
9 
14 
16 
19 
16 
12 
6 
' 2 
0 
0 



31 
82 
109 
'154 

171 
i79 
* .lit 
55 
21 
3 

9 



NUMBER 
MEAN 
STB BEV 



6r447 
5:^4' 

aio I 



275,196- 
517 
107 



4r$8& 
. 558 
101 



210,734 
537 

, , - lai 



7 



^llll 

549 
106 



50,5»1, 
532i 
113 



SCORE 



CHEMISTRY 



HAftYL'ANB 
AMPLE 



NUMBEft 



* NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 



NUMBER 



AMERICAN HISTORY 



MARYLANB 
SAMt=*L£ 



NUMBei^'f X 



NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 



NUMBER 



FRENCH 



MARYLANB 
SAMPL6 



n4 



ER 



NATIONAL 
SAMPLE 



NUMBER 



750-800 


82 


io 


700-749 


95 


11 


650-699 . 


108 


13 


600-649 


129 


15 


550-599 


133 


5.6 


50Q-549 


140 


17 


450-499 


, 101 


12 


400-^49 


. 43 


5 


35Q-.399 


8 


% 


•3(«F549 


1 


0 


250-5199 


0 


0 


200-249 




0 



3,234 

3, ^^6 

4,639 

5,928 

6,710- 

7,308 

6,327 

4,177, 

IflOO 

2 
0 



8 
8 
11 
14 
16 
17 
15 
10 
3. 
0 
0 
0 



• 41 
' 60 
107 
189 
247 
244 
26J> ^ 
212 
157 
43 
14 
0 . 



3 
4 
7 
12 
16 
15 

I*' 
13 

10 

3 

' 0 



1,425 
2,400 
4,732 
7,668 
11,016 
14,733 
15,612 
14,423 
10,089 
4i282 
. 758 



2 
3 
5 
9 
13 
17 
18 
17 
12 
5 
1 
0 



\ 82 
144 
150 
269 
301 
328 
^09 
201 
.68 
7 
0 
0 



^4 
8 
8 

16 
18 
17 
11 
4 
0 

a 

0 



1,832 
2,734 
4,240 
5i852 
7,082 
8«09O 
8,241 
6,880* 
2,411 
•^113 

b 

' 0 



4* 

6 

9 
12 
15 
17 
: IT 

14; 

5 . 
0. 
0 
0 



NUMBER 
^MEAN 
STB BE^t 



840 
598 
105 



42,863 
572 
108 



li582 
519 
ld9 



87 1 179 
498 
105 



i;859 
556 
103 



47»475 
^ 544 
* ?.04 
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STATE LeVEL . ' 

^. .TABLE ..APPB-4v, . 

, • «. . ACHi'EXEMENT TEST SCORES OF SELECTED COLLEGE^ 

BOUI^D HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS IN MARYLAND COMPARED 
. V, ; . , WITH A NATIONAL SAMPLE, FOR 1973-74 





EMGLISW COHPOSITION 


HATH LEVEL 1- 


. .BIOLOGY 1 


$CPRE 


HARYLANP 


NATIONAL 


MARYLAND 


NATIONAL 




MARYLAND . 


NATIONAL 




SAMPLE 


SAHFlLE 


SAKPLE 


SAMPLE 




SAMPLE 




- SAMPLE 






'NiiMnpp 


♦ 






NUMBER % 


NUMBER 


% 


^MBER 


% 


nunocf\ 




/ 750-800 


XI 1 


V 2 


2t631 


1 . 


102 3i 


5t732 


2 


40 


' 4. 


If 042 , 


» 

4' 


700^749 


370 




9t311 




240 6/ 


1,563 


'? 


69 


6. 


; 2,998 


6 


550-699 ^» 




10 


16f595 




483 12 


17,037 


10 


111 


io 


4,807 


10 


600-»^649 


868 


15 


28t>86 




^ 649 . 16 


25,376 


15 


167 


15, . 


6,180 


13 


;) 550-599 




17* 


' 34ti92 


15 


T?g 20 


-32,344 


i9 


193 


10 * 


6,87« 


15 


50a-S49 * 


^903 


16 


38 t 506 


17 


6^3 * 16 


27,693 


16 


190 


17 


. 7,210 


16 


450-4^9" 


019 


14 


38^252 


17 


5?5 14 


27,095 


16 


154 


14 


6,983^ 


15 


400-449 




M 


^29>379 


13 


. 328 8 


10,355 


11' 


91 


0 


5»187 


11 


350-:399 


352 


6 


18f793 


' 8 - 


i;55 * 4 


9,110 


5 


61 


6 


3^200 




300-349 


137 


2 


9,452 


4 


35 1 


2,521 


1 


10 




1,004 


2 


250-299 


40 


1 ; 


2,599 


1 


^ • 6 6 


205 


0 




b 


163 


0 


, 200-24^ V 


6 


0 


304 


0 


0 .0 


1 


0 


0 


. 0 


0 


0 


NUHBEH 




696 


2^8 


,300 


4,.006 


172, 


032 


1, 


008 


^ 4^*460 




HEAPf * 




542 




517 


559 " 




545 




556 


545 




stB.Dev. 




ICQ 




107 


98 




101 




104 


1,12 





- r 
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SCORE 


CHEMlSTf^Y 


AMERICAN HISTORY 


FRENCH * . 


f 


MARYLANP . 
SAMPLE 


NATIONAL 
SAMPLE - 


MARYLAND 

•^SAMPLE 


NATIONAL 
SAM(»LE 


HJ^RYLAND 
SAMPLE 


NATIONAL 
- SAMPLE 






NUMBER 


X 


NUMBER 


% 


NOMBER % 


NUMBER 


X 


NUMBER % 


^ kuhber 


% 




75Q-0OO 


100 


12 


3,100 


. . 9 


55 4 ' 


1,478 


2 


117 7 


2,700 


7 




700*749* , 


95 


11 


3,274 


9 


•50 4 


2,072 


3 


103 6 


.2,543 


7 




650-6^9 


116 


14 


4,374 


12 


# 106 ^. 


3f702 


5 


160 .10 


3,542 


9 




600-649 


125. 


15 . 


5*349 


15 


141 11 


6,404 


9 


206 " 13 


4,916 


13 




550-599 


147 > 


17 


5,737 


16 


175 13 . 


0,041 
12,090 


11 


?39 15 


5,603 


15 


• 


500-S49 


124 


15 


5,943 


16 


215 16 


17 


274 17 


.6,400 


17 




450-499 


'I 


10 


4,501 


. 12 


210 * 16 


12,670 


10 


253 16 


6,204 


16 




400-449 


4l\ 


5 


2,920 


0 


100 14 


12', 133 


17 


100 . 12 


4,797 


13 




350-399, 


19 


2 


If 033 


3 * 


123 ' 9 


0rS0l 


12 


50 3 


1,230 


3 




300«^349 


i 3 


0 


205 


1 


• 39 3 


3i410 


5 


1 0 


55 


0 




250rl299 


' 0 


0 


5 


0 


10 1 


659 


1 


0 0 


0. 


0 




200-249 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 0 


37 


. 0 


. 0 / 0 


0 




NUMBER 




055 


36i521 




71,209 


*l,59i 


30»24O 






HEAN 




603 




501 


525 


490 


563 


560 






STD.DEV* 




108 




"^10 


115 


107 


^109 


109 




> 

» 


















\ 






4 


r 

\ 

• 










17^ 
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• 4 " Information from the Maryland /High School. Graduate 

Follow-up Study/ ^73 • 

V The Maryland State Department of Education contaptsall 
higri school graduates six months c^fterv^raduationf to find out, 
ampng other things, whether they plan ta continue their schooling 
or seeK employipent and 'to get their evaluation .of their high 
^ school experiences. This" follow-up information may. be helpful 
in. providing an 'indication of tl^e effectiveness of the school • 
systems in Maryland. Table APP B-5 provides information regarding 
the nvimbe'r and percentage of high school graduates who applied 
for admission to scljpols to^continue their education. The reader 
will note that about half of the high school graduates applied^ 
fox admission.v This shows motivation of the graduates to continue \ 
their education / which might be the effect of education received J 
in the high schools. 

Table APP Shows student assessments of their 
preparation by the schools in "^skills and abilities" and Table 
APP B-7 indicates student assessments of- their preparation in 
school "courses." Tables APP B-6 and APP B-7 reveal that for 
each "skill/ability" and "course/" a majority of those who 
responded indicated that the preparation they receive^d was either • 
^satisfactory or excellent. " 
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STATE LEVEL , • 

TABLE APP B-5 o • . 

OF MARYLAND 1973 HIGH SCHOOL 
GRADUATES WHO APPLIED FOR ADMISSION TO A SCHOOL 
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SEX *♦ 
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■H" 
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, FEMALE ' 


NO RESPONSE 


■'TOtAL 

• 


PERCENT 

. . *. . '* 


YES r. 
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12^40 


165 


23,689 


48 U 


NO 

■ •■>■ 


11,592 


12 ,436 


.237 


" t ^ o ^ 
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• . '222 


1,275 
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^.STATE LEVEL, 

'V • ■ TABLE' APP B-f) • ' " r.i' 

REACTI0N3 Of MARYLAND 1973 HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES : 
t REGARDING TFIe PREPARATION RECEIVED: IN GRADES 10-12 

>. ■ .i • FOR IJIFFERlNt SKILLS AND- ABILITTES-^ i 



1 

PRePARATIGN 




FOLLOW 


: ' Wdj^K WELL 


THINK AND 


MAKE : 


RECEIVED 




^ DIREQTIONS; 


WJtH OTHERS 


DECISIONS 






NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER , 


PERCENT 


NO RtSPONSE - - 




1,325 ' 


7.7 


1,325\ 


7 . 3 


1,^88 


7.7. 


DOE NOT APPLY- 


— « 


826 




5^8 ' 


2.9 ■ 


423 


^ 2.3 ' 


^ EXCELLENT, r - 




5,367 


29.6 


6,920 


38.2 


5,J,95 


23.7 


SATISFACTORY 




10,180- 


5.6-2 


8,728 


48.1 


^9,689 


53.4 


UNSATISFACTORY- 


_ . 


359 


2.0 


626 


3.5 ' 


1,432 


7.9 


TOTAL - - 


■ 


.18,127 


lod.o 


18,127 


100.0 


18f j.27 


100.0 


. ■ '» 




SPEAK BEFORE 


I0LVE1 NUMBER 


WRITE REPORTS 


■ ■ '- . 




GROUPS 


PROBLEMS 


AND LETTERS 






NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


V 

NO RESPONSE - - 


. — >' • 


1,389 


7.7 


1,442 


; ,7.^ 


^ 1,418 


7.8 


DOES NOT APPLY- 




916 


. 5 .0 


49^ 


• I 2 .8 


507 


2.8 


EXCELLEhlT 


— 


2,573 


14.2 


5,447 


30 iO 


; 4,713 


* 26.0 


SATISFACTORY^ 




8,-193 


45.2^ 


8,837 


48.8 


9,257. 


51.1 


UNSATISFACTORY- 






27.9 




. iO.5 • 


2*t232 


12.3 


TOTAL"- 




18,127 


100.0 


18,127 


.100.0 


18,127 


100.0 






FOLLOW 


leisure;* 


JOIN IN 


CIVIL 


^ . XJSE VOCATIONAL 






INTEREST -* 


AFFAIRS- 


SKILLS 






NUMBER 


PEI^fENT ^ 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NO RESPONSE - - 


' — 


1,473 


8.1 / 


1,474 


8.1 


1,490 


8.2 


DOES NOT APPLY- 

/• . ■ 




1,732 


9.6 


' 3,372 


' 18.i6F 


3 ,996 


22.0 


ex:6ellent - - - 




^V446 


,24.5 


1,268 


7.0 


3f075| 


17.0. 


SATISFACTORY- - 




ef244 


45.5 


6,845 


37,8 , 


6,623 


37.7 


UNSATISFACTORY- 




2,232 


12.3 1 


5,168 


.28.^ 


2'r734 


15.1 


TOTAL - - 




18,127 


100.0 » - 


18,127 * 


100 .0 


18,127 

,/ ' . 


100.0 






RfeAD 


J 

WITH 






MEET 


FAMILY 






UNDERSTANDING 


LEAD OTHERS 


RESPONSIBILITY 






NUMBER 


PERCENT 


' NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER 


PERCENT^ 


NO RESPONSE - -| 




, 1,423 


7*9 


1,459 




ir472 


8.1 


DOfeS^NOT APPLY-' 




438 


2^.4 / 


/ 1,553^ 


8.6* 


3,175 


17.5 


EXCELLENT - - - 




4,739 


26.1 


2,657 


14.71 


/ , 3,553v 


19.6 


SATISFACTORY- - 




9,589 , 


52.9 


9,340 


51.1 


9,3^0 


51.5 


UNSATISFACTORY- 




1,938 


10 . 7 


3,118 * 


IT.?;.' 


3,325 


12.8 


TOTAL - - 




18^127 


loo'wo:' 


18,127 

» ft ^ ■ .,.* ' 


100.0 

• ■ . . : 


18,127 


100. 0 
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STATE LEVEL 

V. : TABLE APP B-7 



REACTiQNS OF MARYLAND 1973 HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES -• 
_ _J^£GARDJiiG„rilLe, PREPARAXJ.QMJIHC.EI^ 

FUK DrFpERENT. COURSES .^_:f._. 



■PREPARATION 


• 


art;- 


PHYSICAL EDUCATION 


VOCATI ONAL 
PRgPARATION . "2 


.\ RBCEI VEI) ^ 




NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER 


PERCENT 


NUMBER ' 


PE'RcfeNT 


NO RESPONSE- - - 




1,068 


5,9 


*i 

* 924 


5.1 • ' 


' 1,123 


6,k^ 


COURSE NOT TAKEN 




10 ,945 


60 ;4 


1,^80 


9.^3 


9,803 


54*1 


EXCELLENT- - - - 


- 


^2,065* 


11.4 


5,865 


32.3 ;/ 


2,699 


14.9 


SATIS FACTORY - - 


— - 


3,225 


17.8 


8,504 


./ .46 .9 


3,348 


18.5 


UNSATISFACTORY - 


— 


826 


4.5 


1,154 


6.4 


^rl54 




TOTAL 




18,127 


100.0 


18,127 

%■ 


ioQ.o 


18,12^ 


^ " 100.0 






INDUSTRIAL 


ARTS 


GENERAL BUSINES^/ / 


- MU3IC 




NO RESPONSE - 


- 


1*173 


6.5 


1,175 


6.5 


1,094 


6.0 


COURSE NOT TAKEN 


: 


12,109 


66.8 


9,622 


53.1 


10,559 


58.3 - ' 


EXCELLENT- 




1,693 


9.3 


2,788 


15.4 


2,563 


.14.1 


SATISFACTORY 




2,552 


' 14.1 . 


3,960 


21.6 


3,035 


' 16.8 


UNSATISFACTORY - 




600 


3.3 




3.2 


876 


4.8 


TOTAL 




18,127 . 


100,0 

S 

0 
t 


18',l27 


100. 0 


18,127 


100.0 






SCIENCE 


MATHEMATICS *^ 


Lin MC 




NO RESPONSE- - - 




886 


4.9 


/ . 865 ' 


4.8 


. 1,144 


6.3 


COURSE NOT TAKEN 




/ 952 . 


5.2 


718 


" 3.9 


9,933 


54 .8, . 


EXCELLENT- - - - 


- 


4,782 


' 26.4 


6,303 


34.8 


2,744 


15.1 


SATISF^ACTORY - - 


- 


9,694 


//53.5 


8,170 . 


45.1 


3,696 


20.4 


UNSATISFACTORY - 




1,813 


• 10.0 


2,071 


11.4 


610 


3.4 


TOTAL - 




18,127 


100.0 


18,127 ' 


' 100.00 

a 


■ -l.fl . 1.9 7 
Jj o , J'^ J 

/: / 


i.nn 0 

¥ 


/ 




ENGLISH 


FOREIGN 


LANGUAGE 


SOCIAL 


STUDIES 


NO RESPONSE- - - 




818 


. 4i5 


920 


' 5.1 


.892 


4.9 


COURSE NOT TAKEN 




512 


2 ^8 


5,974 


' 33.0 


737^ 


4.1 


EXCELLENT- - - 




5,85ef 


32.3 


2 , 471 


13.6 


5,038 


27.8 


SATISTACTORY 




9,200 


50.8. 


6,000 


33.1 


10,279 


56.7 


UNSATISFACTORY - 




1,741 


9.6 


2,762 


15.2 




6.5 


TOTAL 




18,127 


100.0 . 


18,127 


100.0 


Jiafi2r 


^qo.o 


'■ ' . ■ ■■\- ^ 




■ . <* ■< ' ' 
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Ai»PENDIX C THE MARYLAND EDUCATIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY ACT 



\ 



" -P-ublic School Laws -of Maryland 
EDUCATIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY 



Introduction 



An ACT to add new Section 28A to .Article 77 of the Anndt^ed 
Code of Maryland (1969 Replacement Volume) ; title' "Public Educa- 

tion/,' sxabtitle "State Superintendent of Schools/' to follow 
immediately after Section 28 thereof, to provide for a program of 
educational accountability f&p the public schools . of Maryland; and 
to generally relate thereto, ' ' * 

^THEREAS, The goal of this Act is to assure that all public 
school students, throughout the State of Maryland, have access to 

an education that will enable them to function to the best of 
their abilities as informed citizens. Each student^ has y the right \ 
to expect his school and school system to provide adequate instruc 
tion in the minimum skills necessary to master effective vei^j^al 
and written communication • In addition, each student shpul^.have 
access to mathematical, scientific and technical knowledge 30 that 
he wilX be able to function adequately in this complex age.' Fur-^ 
ther, each student should be able to understand .^Dur government so 
that he may participate effectively in all of the duties and > 
fights of citizenship. 'All students, whether normal, handicapped 
•or exceptional , have the right to expect ^ their schools and school 
sy^tems^ to provide the opportunities to help each individual real- 
iz4 his fullest potential. 

The purposes of this Act are to provide fbr the establishment 
of educational accountability in the public education system pf 
Maryland, to assure that educational' programs operated in the pub- 
lic schools of Maryland lead to the aJttainment df established ob^-^ 
jectives for education, tp provide infoirmation for accurate analyr 
sis of the differential effectiveness 'of instructional programs; 
now, therefore, 
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Article 77> Section 2 8A . * 

■ , ' ^ *• ' ■ 

_^ECTION 1. Be it enacted by^ the General Assembly df 
Maryland^ That a new Section 28A be and it is hereby added to 
Article 77 the J^nnotatad -Code- ^ 
Volume), title "Public Education," subtitle »^State Superintendent 
of Schools," to follow immediately after Sejction 28 thereof, and 
to read as follows: ^ . • : " 



28A. 



ERJC 



(a) Education accountability program. The ^State Board 
of Education and State Superintendent of Schools^ each Board 
of Education and every school system, and every school, shall- 
implement a. program of education accountability for the^ opera-^ 
tion and management of the public schools-, which shall include 
the followina: 

(1) The State ^Board of Education and the State 
Superintendent of Schools shall assist each local school 

• board and school system in developing and implementing 
educational goals and objectives in conformity with 
statewide Educational objectives fcyt: subject areas in- 
cluding, but not limited to, reading, writing and math- 
ematics . ' V 

(2) Each school, with the assistance of its local 
board of education * and school system, shall survey the 
current status of student achievement in reading, lan- 
guage, mathematics/ an<5 other areas in order to assess 
its needs . • ' • 

(3) Each school shall establish as the basis of 
its assessment -pro ject goals and objectives which are 
in keeping with the goals ^nd objectives established by 
its bCatd of ^ducation^^q the State Board of Education. 

(4) 'Each school, with the ^Stss^istance of its local 
boata of education, the State Board of Bducatioh and""* 
the State Sup^ef intendent of Schoibrs , shall develop pro- 
grams for -meeting its needs Wn;''%he basis of priorities 
which it shall set. %: 

(5) Evaluation programs shall .concurrently be 
developed to determine if the goals and objectives are 
being met. 

^ (6K Re-evalx:^atipn of programs, goals and objec- 
tives shall be regularly undei^taken. 

?r- . ' App C-2 



(b) The State Department of Education shall assist 'the 
V local boards of education in establishir^g this ^gf^ogram by,^ 

. providing guidelines for development and impleiihenta'tl^On o£^fic 
: program by the local boards , and^ty providing ass iist&iipe' Vhd 
coordination where needed and requested by those boards*^ 
* • • 

(c) Beginning bn July l/ 1973> the State Bqard of Edu- 
catiion, upon/recommendation of the State Superintendeiit of 
Schools, shall include in its' annual budget request such 
funds as it deems necessary to carry out the provisions of- 
this Act. . ^ 

(d) During January, 1975,- and each January thereafter, 
the State Superintendent of JSchools shall tranjSmit to the 
Governor and to ' the^General Assembly a report which includes , 
but is not "limited to, documentation indicating the progress, 
of the State Department of Education, the local boards of 
education and eac|i. school in the State, toward the achieve^- 
ment.of their res^egtlve goals and dbjectivfes and recommen- 
dations for legislation which the State Board of Education 
and the State Superintendent of Schools deem necessary for 
the improvement of the quality of education in Maryland. 

SECTION -2. And be it further enacted, that this Act shall 
take effect July 1, 1972, 
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